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County of Los Angeles
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Los Angeles, CA 90012
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Dear Supervisors:

DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS:
SANTA MONICA CANYON CHANNEL LOW-FLOW

DIVERSION NO.2 RUBBER DAM PROJECT
CAPITAL PROJECT NO. 77128

CONSIDER MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION
APPROVE PROJECT BUDGET

CITY OF LOS ANGELES
(THIRD DISTRICT) (3 VOTES)

SUBJECT

The recommended actions will grant approval of project funding and authorization for
the Director of Public Works to deliver the Santa Monica Canyon Channel Low-Flow
Diversion NO.2 Rubber Dam project in the City of Los Angeles.

IT IS RECOMMENDED THAT YOUR BOARD:

1 . Consider the Mitigated Negative Declaration prepared and adopted by the

City of Los Angeles as lead agency, together with any comments received
during the review process; certify that your Board has independently

considered and reached its own conclusions regarding the environmental
effects of the project as shown in the Mitigated Negative Declaration.

2. Approve the Santa Monica Canyon Channel Low-Flow Diversion No. 2
Rubber Dam project, Capital Project No. 77128, and the total project budget
of $2,000,000.

'To Enrich Lives Through Effective And Caring Service"

Please Conserve Paper - This Document and Copies are Two-Sided
Intra-County Correspondence Sent Electronically Only
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PURPOSE/JUSTIFICATION OF RECOMMENDED ACTION

The purpose of the recommended action is to consider the Mitigated Negative
Declaration (MND) previously adopted by the City of Los Angeles (City); approve the
Santa Monica Canyon Low-Flow Diversion No. 2 Rubber Dam project, Capital Project
No. 77128, and the total project budget of $2,000,000; and allow the Department of
Public Works (Public Works) to submit applications for permits from the U.S. Army
Corps of Engineers, California Department of Fish and Game, Regional Water Quality
Control Board, and California Coastal Commission, and to partner with the City to
develop and implement the project.

The proposed project will divert dry weather runoff, containing various contaminants,
from the flood control channel to the City's sewage treatment plant, which is necessary
to comply with requirements of the Santa Monica Bay Bacteria Total Maximum Daily
Load (TMDL) (see Facts and Provisions section for TMDL information). The project
consists of removing the existing concrete diversion berm within the channel and
replacing it with a 4-foot-high by 37-foot-wide air inflatable rubber dam to divert flows
into the existing low-flow diversion and a new low-flow diversion to be constructed by
the City. The rubber dam, when inflated, will cause dry weather run-off from streets and
other non-vegetated areas to accumulate behind it and flow through an opening in the
flood control channel wall, where it will be pumped to a sewer main to be conveyed to a
sewage treatment plant.

The project scope also includes appurtenant structures, including a 12-foot by
12-foot control building to house the rubber dam's air compressor and control panel at
the downstream end of the channel, mechanical and electrical equipment, as well as a
pipe to convey flows to the new low-flow diversion. The project will be designed by
Public Works' Design Division, managed by Public Works Project Management Division
and construction will be completed by a qualified construction contractor retained
through the County's competitive low-bid process.

The environmental impacts considered consist of the design and location of permanent
structures and noise resulting from construction activity. Measures to mitigate impacts
of the project wil be the semi-subterranean design and placement of the control house,
coordination of construction work and work hours to minimize noise and the
establishment of a community outreach program to facilitate two-way communication
between the City and residents adjacent to the project area to expedite resolution of
noise problems that might arise.
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The proposed project will be a joint effort with the City, the terms of which will be
memorialized in a Memorandum of Agreement (MOA), to be recommended for
authorization when Public Works returns to your Board to recommend adoption of plans
and specifications, and advertisement for construction bids.

Upon completion of the project design, Public Works will return to your Board to
recommend adoption of plans and specifications, and authorization to advertise for
construction contract bids.

Sustainable Design Program

The project supports your Board's Sustainable Design Program by reducing the quantity
of urban runoff discharged into the Santa Monica Bay. This results in a reduction of
runoff related pollution.

Implementation of Strategic Plan Goals

This project supports Strategic Plan Goals of Operational Effectiveness (Goal 1), and

Community and Municipal Services (Goal 3), by utilizing a collaborative approach with
the City toward enhancing water quality, thereby improving the quality of life for citizens
of the County of Los Angeles.

FISCAL IMPACT/FINANCING

The total project budget of $2,000,000 includes plans and specifications, jurisdictional
approval fees, construction contract and change orders, construction administration,
and County services.

The project is funded by net County cost from the Capital Project/Extraordinary
Maintenance Designation. The 2009/10 Fiscal Year Capital Projects/Refurbishment
Budget includes sufficient appropriation under Capital Project No. 77128 to fund the
design and construction of the project.

The Project Schedule and Budget Summary are included in Attachment A.

FACTS AND PROVISIONS/LEGAL REQUIREMENTS

Per your Board's Civic Art Policy adopted on December 7, 2004, the project cost does
not include an allocation for the Civic Art fee, because the project consists of the
modification of a flood control channeL.
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On January 24, 2002, the California Regional Water Quality Control Board, Los Angeles
Region, adopted Resolution No. 2002-004 the Santa Monica Bay Beaches Bacteria
Total Maximum Daily Load (TMDL) for dry weather. This TMDL was subsequently

approved by the United States Environmental Protection Agency and became effective
on July 15, 2003.

The City will assume financial responsibility for the annual maintenance of the proposed
project upon completion. Recommendations for a MOA for this maintenance work will
be included when Public Works returns to your Board to adopt and advertise the project.

As required by your Board, language will be incorporated into the project specifications
stating that the contractor shall notify its employees, and shall require each
subcontractor to notify its employees, about Board Policy 5.135 (Safely Surrendered
Baby Law) and that they may be eligible for the Federal Earned Income Credit under
Federal income tax laws.

ENVIRONMENTAL DOCUMENTATION

In developing and implementing the Santa Monica Canyon Channel Low-Flow Diversion
NO.2 Rubber Dam project, the County is acting as a responsible agency. The City, as
lead agency, prepared an initial study, consulted with the County, and adopted the MND
on April 1, 2009. The Initial Study and MND, and the Notice of Determination are

attached (Attachment B). The proposed project was encompassed in the City's MND.
Implementation of the Santa Monica Canyon Low-Flow Diversion No. 2 Rubber Dam
project will not have a significant effect on the environment. No further environmental
documentation is required.

Upon your Board's approval of the project, Public Works will file a Notice of
Determination with the Registrar-Recorder/County Clerk in accordance with

Section 22152(a) of the California Public Resources Code.

IMPACT ON CURRENT SERVICES (OR PROJECTS)

There will be no negative impact on current County services or projects during the
performance of the recommended actions.



The Honorable Board of Supervisors
May 11,2010
Page 5

CONCLUSION

Please return one adopted copy of this letter to the Chief Executive Office, Capital
Projects Division, and one to the Department of Public Works, Project Management
Division II.

Respectfully submitted,

WILLIAM T FUJIOKA
Chief Executive Officer

WTF:GF:SK
DJT:RB:zu

Attachments (2)

c: Executive Office, Board of Supervisors

County Counsel
Arts Commission
Auditor-Controller
Department of Public Works

K:2010Word/FAM/CapProj/051110 Santa Monica Canyon Channel MND
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ATTACHMENT A

DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS:
SANTA MONICA CANYON CHANNEL LOW-FLOW

DIVERSION NO.2 RUBBER DAM PROJECT
CAPITAL PROJECT NO. 77128

CONSIDER NEGATIVE DECLARATION
APPROVE PROJECT BUDGET
(THIRD DISTRICT) (3 VOTES)

i. PROJECT SCHEDULE

Scheduled
Project Activity Completion Date

-

Project Proqram Completed

Design
Construction Document 06/01/10
Jurisdictional Approval 10/30/10

Construction Bid and Award 03/07/11

Construction
Substantial Completion 10/17/11
Project Acceptance 12/19/11
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II. PROJECT BUDGET SUMMARY

Budget Category Project Budget

Land Acquisition $ 0

Construction
Low Bid Construction Contract $ 1,007,500
Change Orders - Construction (10 percent) $ 100,750

Subtotal $ 1,108,250
Programm ing/Development $ 0

Plans and Specifications $ 400,000
Consultant Services

Deputy Inspection $ 0

Site Planning $ 0

Hazardous Materials $ 5,000
Geotech/SoilsTest $ 10,000
Material Testing $ 0

Cost Estimating $ 5,000
Topographic Surveys $ 0

Construction Management $ 0

Construction Administration $ 0

Environmental $ 20,000
Move Management $ 0

Equipment Planning $ 0

Legal $ 0

Scheduling $ 10,000
Contract/Change Order $ 0

Other $ 5,000
Subtotal $ 55,000
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II. PROJECT BUDGET SUMMARY (continued)

Budget Category Project Budget

Miscellaneous Expenditures
Printing $ 4,500
Furniture, Fixtures, and Equipment $ 0

Subtotal $ 4,500
Jurisdictional Review/Plan Check/Permit

Code Compliance Inspection $ 6,000
County Services

Code Compliance and Quality Control Inspections $ 94,600
Design Review $ 7,990
Design Services $ 0

Contract Administration $ 5,075
WMD Support Services $ 43,020
Project Management $ 39,200
Project Management Support Services $ 144,315
Secretarial $ 6,900
Document Control $ 21,100
ISD Job Order Contract Management $ 0
DPW Job Order Contract Management $ 0
ISD ITS Communications $ 0

Project Security $ 0

Project Technical Support $ 27,200
Consultant Contract Recovery $ 19,850
Office of Affirmative Action $ 6,500
County Counsel $ 0

Other $ 10,500
Subtotal $ 426,250

Total $2,000,000



ATTACHMENT B

February 24,2010

TO: Sree Kumar
Design Division

fõrn~~~w~rm
lf MAR 0 i 2010 ll

DEPT. PUBLIC WORKS

~ PROJECT MANAGEMENT DIVISION II

FROM: Shari Afsh
Pr . ~velopm~nl D vis" n.

SANTA MONICA CANYON CHANNEL LOW-FLOW DIVERSION RUBBER DAM
PRELIMINARY ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW

Project Scope: The proposed project is located in the unincorporated City of Los Angeles
area of Pacific Palisades near the City of Santa Monica. The proposed work involves installng
a 40-foot-wide by 4-foot-high rubber dam across Santa Monica Canyon Channel approximately..,
400 feet upstream of Pacific Coast Highway. A control room wil be constructed adjacent to the
channel and wil house the rubber dam's air compressor and control paneL. The project scope
includes installng 500 linear feet of concrete encased 24-i!1ch polyvinyl chloride (PVC) pipe .
located within the channel, connecting to the City of Los Angeles sanitary sewer. Proposed
work within the channel wil be done within the Flood Control District right of way. However, the

control room wil require right-of-way acquisition from Caltrans.

... "-"

After reviewing the preliminary plans for this project, we have concluded that:

California Environmental Quality Act:

( ) The project qualifie.s for a Categorical Exemption pursuant to Section 15301 (c) of the
'California Environmental Quality Act Guidelines and Class i (x) 2, .14, and 22 of the
CoLinty Environmental Guidelines. Therefore, no env.ironmental document is required.

(X) The project does not fit any specific class of the Categorical Exemptions within the
County Environmental Guidelines. However, the City of Los Angeles has prepared
a Mitigated Negative Declaration for Santa Monica Canyon and Palisades Park
Low-Flow Diversion Upgrades and Coastal Interceptor Relief Sewer. The Mitigated
Negative Declaration includes the proposed Santa Monica Canyon Channel
Low-Flow Diversion Rubber Dam project. Therefore, we do not need to prepare a
separate Negative Declaration. .

National Environmental Policy.Act:

(X) The project is not a Federal-aid project. National Environmental Policy Act
compliance is not required.
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() The project is a 
Federal-aid project. Therefore, we recommend at a minimum:

D Categorical Exclusion (CE)
D Environmental Assessment (EA)
D Environmental 

Impact Statement (EIS)

() The project is a Federal-aid project. The required document wil be determined by
Caltrans upon completion of the Preliminary Environmental Study.

Permits Required:

D None. .
~ United States Army Corps of Engineers - Section 404 Permit

~ Regional Water Quality Control Board - Section 401 Permit
. ~ California Department of Fish and Game -.1.ß01 Streambed Alteration

~ California Coastal Commission - Coastal Development Permit .

. 0 Other

Comments:

A Mitigated Negative Declaration for Santa Monica Canyon and Palisades Park Low-Flow
Diversion Upgrades and Coastal Interceptor Relief Sewer prepared by the City of
Los Angeles includes the Santa Monica Canyon Channel Low-Flow Diversion Rubber
Dam. Therefore, a new environmental document is not required. . However, that documènt
wil need to be considered by the Board of Supervisors and the mitigation measures in the
document must be included in the project.

Please incorporate this information into the project schedule. If you have any questions,
please call Reyna Soriano at Extension 5192.

RS:re
C100562
P:\PDPUB\EP&A\EU\DETERMINAllONS\SANTA MONICA CANYON CHANEL LFD.DOC

cc: Project Management II (Begell, E-Nunui)
Survey/Mapping & Propert Management (Phillps)
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CiTY OF Los ANGELES
BOARD OF PUBUC WORKS

MEMBERS

CYNTIA M. RUIZ
PRESIDENT

CALIFORNIA OFRCE OF THE
BOARD OF PUBLI WORKS

JULIE B. GUTN
VICE-PRESIDENT

200 NORnI SPRING STREET
ROO 361, CIT HAll

LOS ANGELES. CA 90012

(213) 978-261
(213) 978-78 Fax

JAMES A. GIBSON
EXECU OFFICER

PAULA A. DANIELS
PRESIOEN PRO-TEMPORE

ERNESTO CARDENAS
COMMISSIONER

ANTONIO R. VILLAIGOSA
MAYOR

htlp:lIw.lacity.or/BPW

VALERIE LYNNE SHAW
COMMISSIONER April 1, 2009

" City Council
Room No. 395
City Hall

#1 CE

Subject: SANTA MONICA CANYON AND PALISADES PARK LOW FLOW DIVERSION UPGRADES AND
COASTAL INTERCEPTOR RELIEF SEWER (SANTA MONICA BAY LOW FLOW DIVERSIONS
UPGRADESPKG 3AND 4) CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY ACT CEQA COMPLIANCE
AND PROJECT APPROVAL (W.O. NOS. EW40026A AND EW40027A) (SCH NO. 2008081044)

As recommended iii the accompanying report of the City Engineer, which this Board has adopted, the Board of
Public Works recommends that your Honorable Body:

. ' '- . ".--"".-.":".-," .....;..'.. ,.'...;.

1. Review and consider the Mitigated Negative Declaration.

2. Concur with the City Engineer's finding that, on the basis of the whole record, there is no substantial evidence
that the project wil have a significant effect on the environment and that the Mitgated Negative Declaration
reflects the City's independent judgement analysis.

3. Adopt the Mitigated Negative Declaration.

4. Approve the project as described by the inital study_

5. Adopt the Mitigation Monitoring Program.

6. Instruct the City Clerk to immediately notify Maria Martin of the Bureau of Engineeñng's Environmental

Management Group at (213) 485-5753 of the adoption of the negative declaration and project approval so
that a Notice of Determination can be fied with the Offce of the County Clerk within five working days of
approval.

FISCAL IMPACT

The estimated total cost for the Santa Monica Bay Low Flow Diversion Upgrades Projects Pkg 1-4, which includes
Pkg 3 and 4 is $38,800,000. These projects wil be entlrely funded through Proposition 0 (Prop 0). On August 18,
2008, the City Council approved $5,980,000 in Prop 0 General Obligation Bond Funding (CF-1235) to fund pre-
design effrts. The balance of the funding for the construction of the projects ($32,820,000) is pending

consideration by the Prop 0 Citizens Oversight Advisory Committee and the Administrative Oversight Committee.

JAG/TS:mp

Respectfully submitted,~~¡~
James A. Gibson, Executive Offcer
Board of Public Works .

AN EQUAL EMPLOYMENT O,PPORTUNITY - AFFIRMATIVE ACTION EMPLOYER

Recclabe an made1i recle wa ~



Department of Public Works
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~UBLlC WORKS OFTNE eri

AND RtFéA~~~ô tll GOt.~~Cl
AP~ .. 1 2009

~~mry
Bureau of Engineering
Report No~ 1

April 1, 2009
CD No.11

SANTA MONICA CANYON AND PALISADES PARK Low FLOW DIVERSION UPGRADES AND
COASTAL INTERCEPTOR RELIEF SEWER (SANTA MONICA BAY Low FLOW DIVERSIONS
UPGRADES PKG 3 AND 4) CALIFORNIA ENVRONMENTAL QUALllY ACT CEQA COMPLIANCE AND
PROJECT ApPROVAL (W.O. Nos. EW40026A AND EW40027 A) (SCH No. 2008081044)

RECOMMENDATIONS

Consider. the. CEOA Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration, which finds that the
project wil not ~use signifcar:tenvironmental impacts, adopt this report and forward

this report and transmittals to City Council with the following recommendations: .

1. Review and consider the Mitigat~9, Neg?tive Declaration. ..

2. Concur with the 'eity Engineetsfinding that, on the basis of the whole record, there
is no substantial evidence that the project wil have a significant effect on the
environment and that that the Mitigated Negative Declaration reflects the City's
independent judgment and analysis.

3. Adopt the Mitigated Negative Declaration.

4. Approve the project as described in the Initial Study.

5. Adopt the Mitigatio.n Monitoring Program.

6. Instruct the City Clerk to immediately notif' Maria Martin of the Bureau of
Engineering's Environmental Management Group at (213) 485-5753 of the adoption
of the negative declaration and project approval so that a Notice of Determiñation

can be tiled with the Offce of the County Clerk withinfive working days of approval.

FISCAL IMPACT STATEMENT

The estimated total cost for the Santa Monica Bay Low Flow DiversIon Upgrades
Projects Pkg 1-4, which includes Pkg 3 and 4 is $38,800,000. These projects wil be
entirely funded through Proposition 0 (Prop 0). On AugLJst 18.. 2006, the City Council

approved $5,980,000 in Prop 0 General Obligation Bond Funding (CF-1235) to fund
pre-design and design efforts. The balance of the funding for the construction of the
projects ($32,820,000) is pending consideration by the Prop 0 Crtizens Oversight

Advisory. Committee and the Administrative Oversight Committee.
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The California State Department of Water Resources Control Board (SWRCB) has
awarded this project $5,000,000 in Proposition 50 Clean Beaches Grant Program
funding on a reimbursable 'basis for Pkg 1 and Palisades Park Upgrade component of
Pkg 3. Funding Agreement (No. 07-579-550-0) was entered into by the 'City and
SWRCB on August 13, 2008. '

TRANSMITTALS

1. Mitigated Negative Declaration with Initial Study, dated August 6, 2008 with Attachment
1: Comments and Responses and Attchment 2: Project Description Revision.

2. Nlitigation Monitoring Program, dated September 15, 2008.

DISCUSSION

Background. .
Sunace runoff from areas surrounding the project site has the potential of introducing
pollutants (pathogens, oil' and' grease; suspended' solids, metals, gctoline, and others)
to the stormwater conveyance system and ultimately to the receiving waters, Santa
Monica Bay in this instance. The City currently operates eight low flow diversion (LFD)
systems that divert summer dry-weather flows from the storm drain system to the
sanitary sewer, and ultimately to Hyperion Treatment Plant, for treatment prior to
discharge into the ocean. However, winter dry-weather flows are not currently diverted.
These flows can potentially reach the beaches, pollute the ocean, and harm marine life,
as well as beachgoers.

In November 2004, the citens of Los Angeles passed a 500 milion dollar Clean Water

Bond Measure titled Prop o. The primary objective of all Prop 0 funded projects is to
protect public health by cleaning up pollution in the City's watercourses, beaches, and
the ocean.

The purpose of the proposed project is to meet the Prop 0 objectives and assist the
City in meeting the winter dry-weather bacteria total maximum daily load (TMDL)
requirements mandated by the Regional Water Quality Control Board (RWQCB-LA) for
the Santa Monica' Bay Beaches. Low flow runoff from both summer dry-weather period
(April 1 to October 

31) and the winter dry-weather period (November 1 to March 31),
would be diverted to the sewer system and conveyed to the Hyperion Treatment Plant,
where it would be treated prior to discharge into the ocean. To process the larger winter
dry-weather flows, the existing LFD systems require upgrades. This proposed project
addresses upgrades to the Santa Monica Canyon and Palisades Park LFDs.
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Based on runoff estimates, the design capacity for the Palisades Park LFD would be
0.68 cubic feet per second (cfs) and 12 cfs for the Santa Monica Canyon LFD. It is
anticipated that the additional flows from the Palisades Park and Santa Monica Canyon
LFDs would impact the existing Coastal Interceptor Sewer (CIS) .in the vicinity of the
LFDs. To accommo~ate these additional flows, the City is also proposing a new gravity
Coastal Interceptor Relief Sewer (CIRS). .
Project Description

!. The proposed project consists of the upgrade of two existing low flow diversions. (LFDs)
and construction of a 4,500-foot long CIRS within the Community of Pacific Palisades
and the northern limits of the City of Santa Monica. LFD systems divert dry-weather
flows from the storm drain system to the sanitary sewer, where the runoff is treated .
before being discharged into the ocean. The Pacifc Palisades LFD would be upgraded
at its current location and a new LFD system would.be installed near the mouth of the
Santa Monica Canyon Ghannel. The existing Santa Monica Canyon LFD would be left
in place for redundan'cy and system reliabilty. Construction of the Santa Monica Canyon
LFD would be a joint effort between the City and the Los Angeles County Department of
Public Works (LACDPW). The LACDPW would install an air-inflatable 4-foot high by 37 -foot
wide rubber dam in the Santa Monica Canyon Channel at the existing Santa Monica
Canyon LFD wall opening and a control building (approximately 10 feet by 10 feet)
housing ..the rubber dam's air compressor and control panel adjacent to the new
upgraded Santa Monica Canyon lFD. The CIRS would extend from its upstream end at
the existing Palisades Park lFD downsteam southeasterly, across the City oflos
Angeles border, connecing to the existing sewer in the Cit of Santa Monica. The relief
sewer wil accommodate additional flows. The clRS would consist of approximately
4,500 total lineal feet of pipe of varying diameters (30, 36, 42, and 48 inches). Roughly
1,400 lineal feet of the alignment would be located within Wil Rogers Parking Lot 2 East
and Parking Lot 1 and the remaining portion would lie within PCH right-ot-way.
Construction within PCH would require nighttime construction and partial lane closures.

The Initial Study identifed potential aesthetic, biological, and noise impacts. Mitigation
measures have been included to ensure that any impacts are reduced to a less than
signifcant level.

Construction is anticipateçl to begin October 2009 and last approximately 14 months.

Public Participation and Public Review
Three public meetings have been held for this project. The proposed Mitigated Negative
Declaration and Inital Study were circulated for public review and comment from August 14
to September 12, 2008. A notice of availabilty was published in the Los Angeles Times
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on Thursday, August 14, 2008. A notice of availabilty was mailed to the owners and
occupants of properties adjacent to proposed project site and was filed with the City and
County Clerks. The Mitigated Negative Declaration and Initial Study were available for
review at the Palisades Branch Library, on-line at the Bureau of Engineering's website,
or by callng the Environmental Management Group. Four comment letters were
received dunng the public review period. Copies of the letters can be found as
attachments to the Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration (Transmittal No.1). No
comments were received that necessitated changes in the project description or the
conclusions and findings of the Initial Study.

( AJK KKO WHH RTH MEK )

., Report reviewed by: Respectfully submitted,

Proposition 0 Bond Program

Arry t.~.
Gary Lee Moore, P.E.
City Engineer

Report prepared by:

Ara J. Kaspanan, Ph.D.
Division Manager
Phone No. (213) 485-5729

AJKJAF/MM/09-2008-0272. EMG.fdc

Questions regarding this report
may be referred to:

p" Project Manager:' Andy Flores
Phone No. (213) 485-4496
Fax No. (213) 485-3122

and/or
Wrier: Maria Martn
Phone No. (213) 485-5753
Fax No. (213) 847-0656



Initial Study/
Mitigated Negative Declaration

for
Santa Monica Canyon and Palisades Park

Low Flow Diversion Upgrades and
Coastal Interceptor Relief Sewer

w.o. EW40026A and EW40027A

EN ING

City of Los Angeles
Bureau of Engineering

Environmental Management Group

August 6, 2008
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CITY OF LOS ANGELES
OFFICE OF THE CITY CLERK

ROOM 395, CITY HALL
LOS ANGELES, CALIFORNIA 90012

CALIFORN ENVRONMNTAL QUALIT ACT
MITIGATED NEGATIV DECLARTION

(Aricle I, City CEQA Guidelines)
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LEAD CIT AGENCY AN ADDRES:
Department of Public Works, Bureau of Engineeñng
1149 South Broadway, Suite 600. Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213

COUNCIL DISCT

11

PROJECT TITL:
Santa Monica Canyon and Palisades Park Low Flow Diversion Upgrades and
Coastal Interceptor Relief Sewer (W.O. EW40026A and EW40027A)

PROJECT LOCATION: Palisades Park low flow diversion (LFD) at Wil Rogers State Beach Parking Lot 2, extending
southerly within Pacific Coast Highway (PCH) right-of-way to Wil Rogers State Beach Parking Lot 1, then
proceeding within PCH right-of~way to its southerly tenninus just south of San Vicente Boulevard within the Pacifc
Palisades community of Los Angeles and the northwestern limits of the City of Santa Monica.

DESCRIPTION: The proposed project consists of the upgrade two existing low flow diversions (LFDs) and
construction of a 4,500-~òot long Coastal Interceptor Relief Sewer (CIRSJ within the c.ommunityof Pacific
Palisades and the northern limits of the City of Santa Monica. The project is funded by-Proposition 0, a Clean
Water Bond Measure, which was approved by voters November 5, 2004. LFD systems divert dry~weather flows
from the stonn drain system to the sanitary sewer, where the runoff is treated before being discharged into the
ocean. The projectwiU help the City meet the IMnter dry-weather bacteria Total Maximum Daily Loadl1qulremènts
fortheSaiiIà Monica Bay.. The Pacific PalisadesLFD would be upgraded at its current locatión arid a nèw LFD :-
system would be installed near the mouth of the Santa Monica Canyon ChanneL. The existing Santa Monica., -: .
Canyon LFD would be left ¡nplace for redundancy- and system reliabilty. Construction of the Santa Monica Canyon .
LFD would be a joint effort between the City and the Los Angeles County Flood Control District (LACFCD). The
LACFCD would install an air-inflatable 6-foot high by 40-foot wide rubber dam in the Santa Mlnica Canyon
Channel and an adjacent control building (approximately 10 feet by 10 feet) housing the rubber dam's air
compressor and control paneL. The CIRS would extend from its upstream end at the existing Palisades Park LFD
downstram southeasterly, across the City of Los Angeles border, connecting to the existing sewer in the City of
Santa.Monica. The relief sewer wil accommodate additonalllows. The CIRS would consist of approximately 4,500
totallineaJ feet of pipe of varyng diameters (30, 36, 42, and 48-inch). Roughly 1,400 lineal feet of the alignment
would be I.ocated within Wil Rogers Parking lot 2 East and Parking Lot 1 and the remaining portion would lie within
PCH right-of-way. Construction within PCH would require nighttime constructon and partial lane closures.
Mitigation measures have been included to ensure that any impacts are reduced to a less than signifcant leveL.

NAM AN ADDRE OF APLICAN IF OTH TH CIT AGENCY:

T.G. 631-B7 to 671-B1

.",.,~

FIING:
The City Engineer of the City of Los Angeles has determined that this project wil not have a significant effect on
the environment for the following reasons: See attched initial study.

SEE TH AITACBE PAGES FOR AN MITIGATION MEAS IMOSED

Any wren objecons recved dunDg the public review period are attched, together with the respons ot the lead City agency.

TH IN STY PREPARD FOR TH PROJECT is ATlACHE

PERSON PREPARG TIS FORM
Mana Martin

i Environmental Supervisor

ADDRES
1149 S. Broadway, Suite 600
Los n91 eS,90015.2213

TELEPHONE NUER
(213) 485-5753

SIGNATU (Offcial)
Ara Kaspanan, Ph.D., Manager
Environmental Management Group
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CITY OF LOS ANGELES
CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY ACT

INITIAL STUDY

Council District: 11 Date: August 6,2008

Lead City Agency: Department of Public Works, Bureau of Engineering

Project Tite: Santa Monica Canyon and Palisades Park Low Flow Diversion
Upgrades and Coastal Interceptor Relief Sewer

I. INTRODUCTION

A. Purpose of an Initial Study

The California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) was enacted in 1970 for the purpose
of providing decision-makers and the public with information regarding environmental
effects of pròposed projects; identifying means of avoiding environmental damage; and
disclosing to the public the reasons behind a project's approval even if it leads to
environmental damage. The Bureau of Engineering Environmental Management Group
(EMG) has determined the proposed project is subject to CEQA and no exemptions
apply. Therefore, the preparation of an initial study is required.

An initial study is a preliminary analysis conducted by the lead agency, in consultation
with other agencies (responsible or trustee agencies, as applicable), to determine
whether there is substantial evidence that a project may have a significant effect on the
environment. If the initial study concludes that the project, with mitigation, may have a
significant effect on the environment, an environmental impact report should be
prepared; otherwse the lead agency may adopt a negative declaration or mitigated
negative declaration. .

The Mitigated Negative Declaration (MND) and Initial Study (iS) contained herein have
been prepared in accordance with CEQA (Public Resources Code §21 000 et seq.), the
State CEQA Guidelines (Title 14, California Code of Regulations, §15000 et seq.), and the

. City of Los Angeles CEQA Guidelines (1981, amended July 31,2002).

B. Document Format

This MND is organized into eight sections as follows:

Section i, Introduction: provides an overview of the project and the CEQA
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environmental documentation process.

Section II. Project Description: provides a description of the project location, project
background. and project components.

Section III. Existino Environment provides a description of the existing environmental
setting with focus on features of the environment which could potentially affect the
proposed project or be affected by the proposed project.

Section IV. Environmental Effects/Initial Studv Checklist: presents the Citys CheckJíst
for all impact areas and.mandatory findings of significance. Includes discussion and
identifies applicable mitigation measures.

Section V. Mitigation Measures: provides the mitigation measures that would be
Implemented to ensure that potential adverse impacts of the proposed project would be
reçJuc~dto a less th~n signifcant leveL.

Section VI. list of Preoarers and Persons Consulted: provides a list of key personnel
involved in the preparation of this report.

Section VII. Determination -Recommended Environmental Documentation: provides
the recommended environmental documentation for the proposed project; and,

Section VII. References: provides a list of reference materials used dUring the
preparation of this report.

C. CEQA Process

Once the adoption of a negative declaration (or mitigated negative declaration) has
been proposed, a public comment period opens for no less than twenty (20) days or
thirt (30) days if thére is state ageíièy lnvolvement. The purpose of this comment
period is to proVide public agencies and the general public an opportunity to review the
initial study and comment on the adequacy of the analysis and the findings of the lead
agency regarding potential environmental impacts of the proposed project. If a reviewer
believes the project may have a signifcant effect on the environment, the reviewer
should (1) identify the specific effect, (2) explain why it is believed the effect would
occur, and (3) explain why it is believed the effect would be significant. Facts or expert
opinion supported by facts should be provided as the basis of such comments.

After close of the public review period, the Board of Public Works considers the
negative declaration or mitigated negative declaration, together wit any comments
received during the public review process, and makes a recommendation to the City
Council on whether or not to approve the project. One or more Council committees
may then review the proposal and documents and make its own recommendation to the
full City Council. The City Council is the decision-making body and also considers the
negative declaration or mitigated nega~ive declaration, together with any comments
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received dunng the public review process, in the final decision to approve or disapprove
the project. During the project approval process, persons and/or agencies may
address either the Board of Public Works or the City Council regarding the project.

Public nQtiftcation of agenda items for the Board of Public Workst- Council commie_es and
Cit Council is posted 72 hours prior to the public meeting. The agenda can be obtained
by visiting the Council and Public Services Division of the Offce of the City Clerk at City
Hall, 200 North Spring Street, Suite 395; by callng 213/978-1047, 213/978-1048 or

TDDlT 213/978-1055; or via the internet at htto:/Iww.lacitv.ora/CLKJindex.htm .

If the project is approved, the Cit wil file a notice of determination with the County Clerk
within 5 days. The notice of determination wil be posted by the County Clerk within 24

hours of receipt. This begins a 30-day statute of limitations on legal challenges to the
approval under CEQA. The ability to challenge the approval in court may be limited to
those persons who objected to the approval of the project, and to issues which were
preaented to the lead agency by any person, either orally or in writing, dunng the publiCcomment period.--
As a covered entity under Title II of the Americans with Disabilties Act, the City of Los
Angeles does not discriminate on the basis of disabilty and, upon request, wil provide
reasonable accommodation to ensure equal access to its programs, services, and
activites.
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II. PROJECT DESCRIPTION

A. Location

The proposed project is locted in the City of Los Angeles within the community of
Pacific Palisades and extends into the northwestern limits of the City of Santa Monica.
The site is located between the Pacifc Palisades bluffs and Wil Rogers State Beach.

The project originates adjacent to Pacific Coast Highway within tge vicinity of the
existng Palisades Park low flow diversion (LFD) located within Wil Rogers State Beach
Parking Lot 2 East, extends southerly within Wil Rogers State Beach Parking Lot 1,
and procéeds within Pacific Coast Highway nght-of-way to its sou~herly terminus where
the relief sewer would connect to the existing Coastal Interceptor Sewer (CIS) just
south San Vicente Boulevard. Refer to Figure 1.

(l
i -

Figure 1: Project Location
. .. . Relief Sewer Algnment
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B. Background

The Clean Water Act (CWA) of 1972 is the governing federal regulation for water
quality in the United States. The CW A provides the legal framework for several water
quality regulations including National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES)
permits, effuent limitations, water quality standards, pretreatment standards, anti-
degradation policy, non-point source discharge regulation, and wetlands protection.
The United States Environmental Protection Agency (USEPA) has delegated the
responsibilty for administration of portions of the CW A to state and regional agencies.
The CWA.requires the California Regional Water Quality Control Board, Los Ang~les
Region (RWQCB-LA) to establish a total maximum daily load (TMDL) (a maximum limit
for a specific pollutant that a water body can receive and stil meet water quality
standards) for each impaired water body found within its region, including the Santa
Monica Bay.

In 1996, the RWQCB-LA identified Santa Monica Bay as being a water quality limited
water body pursuant to section 303(d) of the CWA. The impairment was due to
excessive levels of microbial pathogens. Because Santa Monica Bay was listed as
Impaired for pathogens under section 303(d), the CWA required that a TMDL be
established for this water body at levels necessary to attain water quality standards. In

'. .; 2002.ând 2003, the RWQCB-LA and the USEPA Region IX adopted total maximum'
daily loads (TMDLs) for total bacterial counts for the Santa Monica Bay. As a result, the,
City constructed eight low flow diversion (LFD) systems to divert summer dry-weather
flows from the storm drain system to the sanitary sewer, where the runoff is treated
before being discharged into the ocean.

On July 15, 2009, similar regulations wil be applied to winter dry-weather flows. To
manage the larger winter dry-weather flows, the existing LFD systel!S require
upgrades. Based on runoff estimates, the design capacity for the Palisades Park LFD
would be 0.68 cubic feet per second (cfs) and 12 cfs for the Santa Monica Canyon LFD.
It is anticipated that .the additional flows from the Palisades Park and Santa Monica
Canyon LFDs would impact the existing Coastal Interceptor Sewer (CiS) within the
vicinity of the LFDs. To accommodate these additional flows, the City is also proposing
a new gravity Coastal Interceptor Relief Sewer (CIRS).

The Citys Integrated Resources Plan Final Environmental Impact Report (IRP FEIR)
(City of Los Angeles, 2005) analYzed in accordance with CEQA, the impacts that would
occur from implementing wastewater treatment and water resources management,
including stormwater management. Improvements to the stormwater system were
analyz-e attha prgram leveL. This initial stUdy Incorprates program level analysis for
projects related to the proposed project. As such, relevant information in the IRP FEIR
is included in this initial study.

C. Purpose

Surface runoff from areas surrounding the project site has the potential of introducing
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pollutants (pathogens, oil and grease, suspended solids, metals, gasoline, and others)
to the stormwater conveyance system and ultimately to the receiving waters, Santa
Monica Bay in this instance. The purpose of the proposed project is to divert winter dry-
weather flows from the storm drain systeoi-o the sanitary sewer system to help the City
meet the winter dry-weather bacteria TMDL requirements mandated by the RWQCB-LA
and the USEPA for the Santa Monica Bay Beaches. As a result, runoff from both
summer dry-weather period (April 1 to October 31 ) and the winter dry-weather period
(November 1 to March 31). would be diverted to the sewer system and conveyed to the
Hyperion Treatment Plant, where it would be treated prior to discharge into the ocean.

The goals of the project are to increase the beneficial and recreational uses of the
receivng water bodies (the Santa Monica Bay), reduce risks to human safety and
health, reduce beach closures, preserve aquatic and marine habitat, and benefit the
tourism industry.

The project is funded by Proposition 0, a $500 milion Clean Water Bond Measure
approved by the City of Los Angeles voters November 5, 2004, with the objective of
protecting .publlc health by cleaning up pollution, including bacteria and trash, in the
City's watercourses, beaches and oceans. Implementation of these projects wil
position the City to meet federal CWA requirements.

D. Description

The proposed project consists of the upgrade of the existing Palisades Park and Santa
Monica Canyon LFD~ and the construction of a 4,500-foot long relief sewer of varying
diameters (30, 36, 42, and 48-inch). Each LFD system would consist of a diversion
structure, a trash/debris collection structure, and a pumping system to pump diverted
flows into the CIRS, which would convey the diverted flow to the Hyp.erion Treatment
Plant for further treatment. Figure 2 below shows a typIcal low flow diversion.
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Figure 2: Typical Low Flow Diversion

The Palisades Park LFD system upgrades consist"of two new maintenance holes
adjacent to the existing LFD system. One would house a new wet well with two new
pumps. and the other a new trash/debris collection maintenance structure. Ultrasonic
level sensors would be added in the new and existing wet wells and trash maintenance
holes. With the exception of covers and hatches, all these structures would be below
grade. Modifications to the existing above grade electrical panel would include the
addition of relays and programmable logic controller (PLC) modules. A new electrical
panel for the new motor starters and control relays would be added. The control panel
box would be approximately 48-inches tall. Work would also incluqe piping and
electrical conduit installation.

A new LFD system would be installed within Wil Rogers State Beach Parking Lot 1,
east of the multiuse (pedestrianlike) path bridge at the mouth of the Santa Monica
Canyon Channel (Figure 3). The existing Santa Monica Canyon LFD would be left in
place within West Channel Road for redundancy and system reliabilty.
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Figure 3: Proposed Santa Monica Canyon LFD Site

The City would construct a 20-foot by 12-foot concrete wet well with three pumps, a
dual trash/debris maintenance hole structure (approximately 9-foot by 9-foot), and a
valve vault With the exception of covers and hatches, all these structures would be
below grade. Additional equipment would consist of an electrical power and control
panel wih an adjacent meter pedestal that would be installed above grade. The control
panel box would be approximately 48-inches tall. Work would also. include piping and
electrical conduit installation. The Los Angeles County Flood Contrl Distnct (LACFCO)
would install an air-inflatable 6-foot high by 40-foot wide rubber dam in the concrete-
lined Santa Monica Canyon flood channel wrthin the vicinit of the multiuse
(pedestrian/bike) path bridge. The channel bottom is located at 2.7 feet above mean
sea level (msl) at the proposed rubber dam loction. Since the high tide wrthin the
vicinity of the project area is just below five feet above msl, the rubber dam would be
subject to the tidal influence, but would not allow ocean water intrusion when
operationaL. The rubber dam would be fully deflated dunng winter storm events to allow
the discharge of storm flows to the ocean and provide adequate flood protecton. A
control building would house the rubber dam's air compressor and control' panel. The
LACFCD anticipates the building would be located partly below grade, and would be
approximately 10 feet by 10 feet with a height of no more than four feet above the top
of the Santa Monica Canyon ChanneL. .

Construction of the Santa Monica Canyon LFD would be a joint cooperative effort
between th City and the Los Angeles County Flood Contrul District. The City would be
responsible for the design and construction of the LFD's intake system, consisting of .
the channel outlet, trash/separator, wet well with pumps, and related control equipment.
The LACFCD would be responsible for the design and construction of the diversion
CEQA Initial study Page 8 of 46 August 6, 2008
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structure, consisting of a rubber dam and its control building structure.

The CIRS would extend from its upstream end at the existing Palisades Park LFD
downstream southeasterl, across the City of Los Angeles border, into the City of Santa
Monica, where a connection wquld be made to the existing 60-inch sewer. The CIRS
would consist of approximately 4,500 total lineal feet of pipe. Roughly 1,400 lineal feet
of the alignment would be located within Wil Rogers Parking Lot 2 East and Parking
Lot 1 and the remaining portion would lie within Pacifc Coast Highway right"of-way.

A concrete diversion structure with stop logs and three (two 36-inch and one 24-inch)
maintenance hole covers would be constructed at the northern terminus of the project.
Approximately 4,300 lineal feet of reinforced concrete pipe (RCP) of varying diameters
(30,36,42, and 48-inch) and 50 lineal feet of 24-lnch ductile iron pipe forcemain would
be installed along the alignment. Seventeen additonal maintenance holes (six and
seven feet in diameter) would be installed at various locations along the sewer
.aligament., A transition strcture would~e constructed to connect the CIRS to the
existing 60"lnch diameter sewer' at the southerly terminus of the project.

An inverted siphon, consisting of approximately 220 lineal feet of 20-inch ductile iron
pipe (DIP) would be Installed underneath the existing Santa Monica Canyon Channel
and pedestrian tunnel. Two siphon airlines, approximately 150 lineal feet each of 16-
inch polyvinyl chloñde (PVC) pipe and two siphon structures with stop logs would also
be installed.

All facilties for the CIRS, with the exception of maintenance hole covers at the ground
surface and roughly six (60) lineal feet of the siphon airline, would be below grade.
The siphon airline, roughly 245-feet of concrete"encased PVC pipe, will predominantly
run below grade. A typical cross section of the pipe encasement is 4-feet horizontal by
2.1-feet vertical. Approximately thirt (30) lineal feet of the siphon airline would protrude
roughly 0.9-feetabove ground adjacent to the eXisting bike path, as needed to cross
over the existing pedestrian tunnel. This is located north of the Santa Monica channel
and east of the concrete bike path, in the existing sand area between the pedestrian
staircase and the bike path. The other fort (40) lineal feet of the siphon airline would
hang underneath the existing bike path/pedestrian bridge that spans the width of the
Santa Monica Canyon Channel, and would be concealed between the two bridge
beams. It is "anticipated that construction of the CIRS siphon airline would require
temporary closure of the existing multi-use path. A temporary reroute or alternate route
would be provided to minimize impacts.

Construction of the CIRS would involve the sequential placement of pipe section in
open-cut trenches. Tunneling would be required for the construction of the inverted
siphon at the Santa Monica Canyon ChanneL. A 40~foot wide area, which would include
temporary construction staging areas, would tyically be impacted by the constrction
of the sewer pipe. The trench depth for the sewer pipe would vary from approximately
seven (7) feet to 15 feet, and trench shoring would be required. Excavated material is
anticipated to be unsuitable for trench båèkfll, containing rocks, boulders, concrete
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chunks, and foreign material, thus would need to be properly hauled off-site.
Accrdingly, trench backfll should be free from these matenals and imported fill may be
required.

Constrction within a state highway, such as Pacific Coast Highway, is subject to -
approval Tram the State of California Department of Transporttion (Caltrans).
Temporary lane closures would be required to construct the sewer segments located
within the highway's right-of-way (Figure 4). The number of lanes and the duration of
the lane closures would be based on requirements of CaItrans' encroachment permit.
However, lane closures are anticipated to occur in segments and would be limited to
off-peak times, including nighttime hours. 0:

Figure 4: Pacific Coast High!'~.l~ations Requiring Temporaiy Lane Closures
( _ CIRS Alignment)

The proposed project and environmental documentation, inclUding this initial
study/mitigated negative declaration, would require approval by the City of Los Angeles
Boad of Publi Works an City CounciL. The project is also anticipated to require
permits or approvals from the following agencies: .

. U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, work within Santa Monica Canyon flood control

channel
. State of California Coastal Commission, Coastal Development Permit

. State of California Department of Transportation (Caltrans), state highway
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encroachment
. State of California Department of Fish and Game, streambed alteration

agreement
. State Water Resources Control Boardl RWQCB-LA, NPDES General

Construction Permit. -
. LACFCD, work within Santa Monica Canyon flood control channel
. Los Angeles County Department of Beach and Harbors, work within Wil Rogers

State Beach
. State Lands Commission, work within Wil Rogers State Beach

. City of Los Angeles Public Works Department, BOE, Local Coastal Permit

. City of Santa Monica. for connection to sewer within Santa Monica's jurisdiction

The analysis in this document assumes that, unless otherwise stated, the project wil be
designed, constructed and operated following all applicable laws, regulations,
ordinances and formally adopted Cit standards (e.g., Los Angeles Municipal Code and
Burea.u of Engineering Standard Plans). Construction wil follow the uniform practices
established by the Southern California Chapter of the American Public Works
Association (e.g., Standard Specifications for Public Works Construction and the Work
Area Traffc Control Handbook) as specifically adapted by the City of Los Angeles (e.g.,
. The City of Los Angeles Department òf Public Works Additions and Amendments to the
Standard Specifications For Public Works Construction (AKA "The Brown Book,"
formerly Standard Plan 5-610)). '

II. EXISTING ENVIRONMENT

The project site is located approximately 15 miles west of downtown Los Angeles. The
LFD sites and a major portion of the sewer pipe would be located within the City of Los
Angeles. Howeve.r, at the southern terminus, approximately 400 linear feet of the sewer
pipe would lie within the City of Santa Monica.

The project site lies within the USGS Topanga Topographic Quadrangle and within the
Santa Monica Bay watershed which extends from Malibu to the north to EI Segundo to
the south. The northwestern portion of the site is located within the Brentwood-Pacific
Palisades Community Plan area of the City of Los Angeles. Wil Rogers State Beach
Parking Lot 1 and Lot 2 East are zoned for open space uses within a limited height
district (OS-IXL). Adjacent land uses within the City of Los Angeles consist primarily of
open space (Wil Rogers State Beach). residential (single and multple dwellngs such
as apartments), and commercial uses. Adjacent land uses within the Cit Santa Monica
consist primarily of residential (single and multiple dwellngs such as apartments),
visitor, commercial, beach parking and open space. The proposd project is located
within the California Coastal Zone and is therefore subject to the regulations of the
Coastal Act (Public Resources Code Section 3000 et. seq.)

The Brentwood-Pacifc Palisades Community Plan identifies Pacific Coast Highway as
a major scenic highway. Pacific Coast Highway is also a state highway (State Route 1)
under the California Department of Transpòrtation (Caltrans) jurisdiction. Within the
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vicinity of the project site, West Channel Road is designated as a secondary highway,
and Entrada Drive is a local street.

The project site is located adjacent to the coastal margin of the Los Angeles Basin and
along the southern edge of the Santa Monica Mountains. The Santa Monica Mountains
are part of the Transverse ranges Geomorphic Province. Santa Monica Canyon
Channel collects runoff from both Santa Monica Canyon and Rustic Canyon. The two
streams join approximately 900 feet inland from Pacifc Coast Highway. Santa Monica
Canyon Channel is concrete-lined upstream from beyond the confluence wIth Rustic
Canyon to where it discharges onto the beach seaward of the Pacific Coast Highway
bridge. The channel is devoid of vegetation. Summer dry-weather flows are currently
diverted by the existing LFD located within West Channel Road upstream of the
proposed new location.

The California Department of Conservation, California Geological Survey's Seismic
Hazard Zonation Program Map indicates that the project. site is not within an Alquist-
Priolo Earthqliakeì=ài.lfZoriè. The nearest Alquist-Priolo' zone to the project site is.
located approximately 7 miles to the east-northeast of the site. However, the project
site is located within the Fault "Rupture Study Zone associated with the Santa Monica
Fault. The Santa Monica Fault is generally shown as two branches, the northern
branch (Potrero Canyon Fault) and the southem branch. The Potrero Canyon Fault
traverses Pacific Coast Highway just north of the project's proposed northern terminus
and the Santa Monica Fault within the vicinity of the City boundary near the southern
terminus. The project site is also In a liquefacton zone, and portions of the alignment
are located within a tsunami hazrd area. Additonally, although the project site Itself is
not located with a landslide area, the coastal bluffs adjacent to Pacific Coast Highway
are located within such area. A project segment within the vicinity of the Santa Monica
Channel would be located within the SOO-year flood plain (Flood Zone B, per FEMA
Map No. 0601.37 00760 and 060137 0069D, dated February 4, 1987) and the diversion
structure for the LFD would be located within the .floodway.

Based on the Geologic Map of the Palisades Area (McGil. 1989), the project site is
underlain by artficial fin and Quaternary-age surfcial units consisting of beach deposits
described as fine to medium-grained sand with rounded pebble gravel locally present.

,.;. ..';

A biological assessment conducted November 2000 for the Santa Monica Canyon LFD
project indicates that no vegetation was observed at the mouth of the channel and only
common avian species (pigeons, sea gulls, and mallard ducks) were observed at the
mouth of the channel and along Wil Rogers State Beach. Additionally,. in 2001 a
tidewater goby (TWG) survey was conducted by Dave Crawford,_ sen(or biQlogist wit
Impact Sciences to meet requirements of the California Department of Fish and Game
for the construction of the existing Santa Monica Cånybn LFD. Mr. Crawford concluded
that the resultng substrate, lack of natural aquatic biota, salinity levels, and overall
surrounding developed condition an contribute to a habitat that is unsuitable for
persistence of TWG. Mr. Crawford further concluded that based on these factors and
the negative results of the focused survey, the drainage does not support TWG and
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would not be expected to in the future und.er similar conditions.

A site visit was conducted August 9, 2007 to confirm site conditions. Site conditions
remain unchanged since the 2000 biological assessment and 2001 TWG survey. - The
project site consists mostly of paved sudaces and a small area of the concrete-lined
channel near the mouth of the Santa Monica Canyon ChanneL. With the exception of
small patches of ruderal plant species such as ice plant, the site is devoid of vegetation.
Several mallard ducks were observed at the mouth of the channeL. Pigeons and sea
gulls were observed along Wil Rogers State Beach within the vicinity of the project site.
The vegetation within the adjacent coastal bluff areas has been highly disturbed due to
urbanization and landslides and consists of fragmented patches of vegetation
dominated by annual grasses, tree tobacco (N/cotiana glauca), coyote brush (Baccharis
pilularis), saltbush (Afriplex lentiformis), and laurel sumac (Malasma Jaurina).

According to the Western Snowy Plover Recovery Plan (U.S. Fish and Wildlife, August
2007), a critical habitat subun,it for the federally threatened westem snowy plover. ,
(Charadrius alexandfinus nivosus) stretches approximately 0.9 miles along the beach.'. \'"
area adjacent to the project site, from the vicinity of the mouth of Santa Monica Canyon
Channel southeasterly to Montana Avenue. This habitat subunit is identffed as CA 21 B
(Santa Monica Beach) (Federal Register Vol. 70, No. 242) and includes bare sand that
could potentially support nesting habitat for the western snowy plover. However, the
management objective of the Recover Plan for this beach is to protect it as a wintering
site for the plovers. and has no breeding (zero) goal for this beach.

The City of Santa Monica implements habitat management activities that include
installation of winter fencing within the critical habitat. The Los Angeles and Santa
Monica Bay Audubon Societies, in cooperation with other agencies and volunteers,
monitor the beach from Chataqua Boulevard to the Santa Monica Peer. Sixteen snowy
plovers were observed in the winter of 2006 and nineteen plovers were observed during
the first survey in the spring of 2007. No nests have been recorded to date. Most of
the plover slghtings for the winter-spring 2007 surveys were within the protected
fencing. Primary threats to wintering plovers in this area include disturbance from
human recreational use, beach raking, vehicle strikes, off-leash dogs, American crows.
and common ravens.

iv. ENVIRONMENTAL EFFECTS/INITIAL STUDY CHECKLIST

This section documents the screening process used to identify and focus upon
environmental impacts that could result from this project. The Initial Study Checklist
below follows closely the form prepared by the Governor's Offce of Planning and
Research and was used in conjunction with the City's CEQA Thresholds GuIde and
other sources to screen and focus upon potential environmental impacts resultng from
this project. Impacts are separated into the following categories:

. No Impact. This category applies when a project would not create an impact in

the specific environmental issue area. A "No Impact" finding does not require an
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explanation when the finding is adequately supported by the cited information
sources (e.g., exposure to a tsunami is clearly not a risk for projects not near the
coast). A finding of .'No Impact" is explained where the finding is based on
project-specific factors as well as general standards (e".g., ,the project wil not
expose sensitive receptors to pollutants, based on a project-specific screening
analysis).

. Less Than Sionifcant Impact. This category is identifed when the project would
result in impacts below the threshold of significance, and would therefore be less
than signifcant impacts.

. Less Than Sionificant After Mitioation. This category applies where the
incorporation of mitigation measures would reduce a "Potentially Signifcant
Impact" to a "Less Than Significant Impact." The mitigation measures are
described briefly along with a brief explanation of how they would "reduce the

, effect to a less than signifcant leveL. Mitigation measures from earlier analyses
may be incorporated by reference.

. Potentiallv SiQnificant Impact. This category is applicable if there is substantial

evidence that a significant adverse effect might occur, and no feasible mitigation
measures could be identified to reduce impacts to a Jess than significant leveL. If
there are one or more "Potentially Significant Impact entries when the
determination is made, an Environmental Impact Report (EJR) is required. There
are no such impacts for the proposed project.

Sources of information that adequately support findings of no impact are referenced
following each question. All sources so referenced are available for review at the offces
of the Bureau of Engineering, 1149 South Broadway, Suite 600, Los Angeles, California
90015. (Call Maria Martin at (213) 485-5753 for an appointment.) Answers to other
questions (as well as answers of "no impacr that need further explanation) are
discussed following each question.

CEQA Initial Study Page .14 of 46
Santa Monica Canyon and Palisades Park LFD Upgrades and
Coastal 'nterceptor Re'ief Sewer

August 6, 2008



INITIAL STUDY
PUBLIC WORKS - BUREAU OF ENGINEERING

r:::- ¡c~ r:- U- r: IV r:

Issues Jg:JU i=,g,g .i 5 1\a.
i: ç; m ~""

.5B§,~ ""ë~ '" .-0_- = .9 .i ii .§ 0
Q. (( _JfIJ ~ -i (( Z

1. AESTHETICS - Would the project:

a) Have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista? 0 0 !Z D
Reference: IRP EIR, L.A. CEQA Thresholds GuIde (SectIons A.1 and A.2), and Brentwood

Pacific Palisades Community Plan
Comment: A scenic vista generally provides focal views of objects, settings, or features of visual

interest; or panoramic views of large geographic areas of scenic quality, primarily from a given
vantage point. A signifcant impact may occur if the proposed project introduced Incompatible
visual elements within a field of view containing a scenic vista or substantially altered a view of
a scenic vista.

The project would be located adjacent and along the seaward side of Pacific Coast Highway.
Motorists have views of the-ocean as they drive within the vicinity of the project area. The site
is located within an urbanized area where views of the ocean are interrupted by various man-
made structures, including beach parkIng lots, buildings, electrical poles, signs, traffc signals,
guard ralls, and fencing for a pedestrian bridge over the Santa Monica Canyon ChanneL.

Most of the project elements would be located below grade. However, the control panel
boxes for the LFDs and the control building for the inflatable dam would be located above
grade and clustered withinlhe vicinity of existing structures. The boxes housing these
elements and the control building would be sized and located as to minimize impacts to view
along the ocean. Constrction would be subjec to applicable mitigation required under the
IRP EIR. Mitgation measure AES-MM-4 from the IRP EIR Is incorported Into this project
and added as Mitigation Measure AES-1 to this IniUal Study:

Mitiaation Measure AES-1: To the extent feasible, permanent structures shall be designed
and located in a manner that does not remove, alter, or destroy an existing valued natural or
urban feature that contributes to the valued aesthetic character of an area; or so that key
views are not blocked.

b) Substantially damage scenic resources, including, but not limited to,
trees, rock outcroppings, and historic buildings within a state scenic 0 D !Z D
highway?
Reference: Califomla Scenic Highway Mapping System, L.A. CEQA Thresholds Guide (Secons

A.1 and A.2) and Brentwod Pacific Palisades Community Plan
Comment: A signifcant impact may occur where scenic resources within a state scenic highway

would be damaged or removed as a result of the proposed project.

Although not formally designated as a state scenic highway, within the vicinity of the project
site, Pacific Coast Highway Is identifed as eligible in the California Scenic Highway Mapping
System. Additionally, the Brentwood Pacifc Palisades Communit Plan designates Pacifc
Coast Highway as a scenic highway. Howev, as discussed aboe, the project elements
located above grade would be sized and located as to minimize impacts to views from the
highway.

c) Substantially degrade the existing visual character or qualit of the site
and its surroundings?
Reference: L.A. CEQA Thresholds Guide (Seclions A.1 and A2)
Comment: A significant impact may occur if the proposed project introduced incompatible visual

elements to the project site or visual elements that would be incompatible with the character
CEQA Initial Study Page 15 of 46 August 6, 2008
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of the area surrounding the project site.

See comment for 1 (a) above.
d) Create a new source of substantial light or glare that WDuld adversely

affect day or nighttime views In the are?
Reference: L.A. CEQA Thresholds Guide (Section A.4)
Comment: A signifcant impact WDuld occur If the proposed project caused a substantial

increase in ambient ilumination levels beynd the propert line or caused new lighting to spil-
over onto light-sensitive land uses such as residential, some commercial and instiutional uses
that require minimum ilumInation for proper function, and natural areas.

o o ~ o

No new sources of light or glare would be builL. Construction lighting would be used as
necessary on a temporary basis and would be governed by Municipal Code and Standard
Specifications designed to minimize Impacts (e.g. it would be shielded and directed towrd'the
construction, away from residences).

2. AGRICULTURE RESOURCES - Would the project:
a) Convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or Farmland of Statewide

Importance (Farmland), as shown on the maps prepared pursuant to the 0 D 0 IV
Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program of the California Resources ~
Agency, to non-agricultural use? . , . .
Reference: CDC - Div. of Land Resource Protection, City of Los Angels General Plan

Conservation 8ement, Zone Information & Map Access System (ZIMAS)
Comment: A signifcant impact may ocur if the proposed project were to result In the

conversion of state-designated agricultural land from agricultural use to a non-agricultural use.

No prime or unique farmland, or farmland of statewde importnce, exists within the City of
Los Angeles. The project site Is not located on or near any propert zoned or otherwse
Intended for agriultural uses.

b) Confllct with exIsting zoning for agricultural use, or a Willamson Act
contract?
Reference: CDC - Dlv. of Land Resource Protection, City of Los Angels General Plan

Conservation Element. Zone Information & Map Access System (ZIMAS)
Comment: A signifcant Impact may ocur if the proposed prjec were to result In the conversion

of land zoned for agricultural use, or indicated under a Wiliamson Act contract, from
agricultural use to a non-agricultural use.

D o o lZ

No land on or near the projec site Is zoned for or contains agricultural uses. The Cit of Los
Angeles does not partcipate In the Williamson Act. Therefore, there are no Willamson Act
properties in the City of Los Angeles.

c) Involve other changes in the existing environment which, due to their
location or nature, could result in conversio of farmland, to non-agricultural D 0 0 i:
use?
Reference: CDC - Div. of Land Resource Protection, , City of Los Angels General Plan

Cons'ervatlon Element, Zone Information & Map Access System (ZMAS)
Comment A significant impact may occur if a project results ¡nthe conversion of farmland to

another non-agricultural use.
See Comments for 2 (a) and 2 (b) above.
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3. AIR QUAliTY - Would the project

a) Conflct with or obstruct Implementation of the applicable air quality plan? D 0 D IX
Reference: Brentwood-Pacifc Palisades Community Plan and L.A. CEQA Thresholds Guide
(Sections B1 and B2 )
Comment: The proposed project is located within the South Coast Air Basin which is under the

jurisdicton South Coast Air Quality Management District (SCAQMD). The SCAQMD is the air
pollution control district responsible for the Air Quality Management Plan (AQMP), which is a
comprehensive air pollution control program for attining state and federal ambient air quality
standards. As part of its General Plan, the City adopted an Air Quality Element that contains
policies and goals for attaining state and federal air quality standards, while simultaneously
faciltating local economic growt and includes implementation strategies for local programs
. coiitàlned in the AQMP. A signifcant impactwoûld occur if theíjroject were not consistent
with the AQMP or the Citys General Plan.

The Brentwod-Pacifc Palisades Community Plan recognizes the need to ensure the
availabilty of adequate public facilties. The proposed project would serve existing and
intended land uses and would not include regional employment or population growth. The
main objectives of the project are to meet regulatory requlrerrents and improve water quality.
The project would also not result in a violation of air quality standards, as discussed in item
3(b) below. The pròject would therefore be consistent with the AQMP.

b) Violate any air quality standard or contribute substantially to an existing or 0 0 IV 0projected air qualit violation? ~
Reference: L.A. CEQA Thresholds Guide (Sections 81 and 82 )
Comment A significant impact may occur If the proposed project violated any SCAQMD air

quality standard. The SCAQMD has set thresholds of signifcance for reactive organic gases
(ROG), nitrogn oxides (NOx), carbon monoxide (CO), sulfur dioxide (S02), and particulate
matter (PM1 0) emissions resulting from constrction and operation in. the South Coast Air "
Basin.

Constrction emissIons have been estimated using the URBEMIS 2007 (Version 9.2.4)
computer model recommendec by the SCAQMD. As shown below. dally constrction
emissions would not exceed SCAQMD signifcance thresholds.

ROG NOX CO sox PM10 "
Ibs/dav Ibs/dav Ibs/dav Ibs/dav Ibs/dav

ConstrcUon Peak Dally 10.66 96.81 45.11 0.03 22.52
Emissions
SCAQMD Constrctin 75 100 550 150 150
Emision Thresholds

Minimal operation emissions are anticipated since the pumps are electrically driven and once
operational. minimal onsite maintenance Is anticipated. The total emissions from worker
vehicle exhaust are considered negligible and should not exceed SCAQMD daily operational
emission thresholds or have a significant impact on air quality.

Since all constiuents would be below emission standards established by the SCQMD, air
quality impacts would be less than significant. Nonetheless, contractors would be required to
follow all applicable SCAQMD rules and regulations, including AQMD Rule 403 (Fugitve Dust)
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and 431 (Diesel Equipment), to minimize air quality impacts. Contractors, for example. would
water dusty areas and minimize the tracking of soil from unpaved dirt areas to paved roads.

c) Result in a cumulatively considerable net increase of any criteria pollutant
for which the project region is in non-attainment under an applicable D 0 f\ D
federal or state ambient air quality standard (including releasing I6
emissions that exceed quantitative thresholds for ozone precursors)?

Reference: IRP EIR, L.A. CEQA Thresholds Guide (Secions B1 and B2 ), 2006 State Area
Designation Maps from hUp:/lww.arb.ca.gov/desig/adm/adm.htm#state

Comment A significant impact would ocr if the proposed project resulted in a cumulatively
considerable net incease of a criterIa pollutant for which the South Coast Air Basin
exceeds federal and state ambient air quality standards and has been designated as an
area of non-attainment by the USEPA and/or California Air Resources Board. The South
Coast Air Basin Is a-non::attìnmentareafnrozone fine particulate matter (PM1 O),and
carbon monoxide (federal only)... .

As Indicated In item 3(b) above, constrction and operatinal emissions of the project
would not exced the SCAQMD's thresholds of signifcance for critena pollutants. For those
.emissions generated during construction. the minor generation of criteria pollutants would
be temporary and short-term in nature.

Although signifcant construction air quality impacts were identified for the IRP projects,
which are considered related projects, construct/on perods are not expected to overlap.
Additionally, mitigation measures were included to minimize potential impacts. The
proposed project would be a much smaller-scale near term project with construction
anticipated to be completed by Decmber 2010. .

Climate change has been at the forefront of research and policy in recent years. In June
2005, California Governor Arnold Schwarznegger signed Execute Order (E.O.) $-3-05.
The goal of this E.O. is to reduce the state's greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions, including
carbon dioxide, methane, nitrous oXide,hydrofluorocarbons. perfuorocarbons, and sulfur
hexafluoride emissions, to 2000 levels by 2010, 1990 levels by 2020, and 80% below the
1990 levels by the year 2050. On 2006, the California Global Warming Solutions Act, also
known as Assembly Bil (AB) 32, established a cap on statewide greenhouse gas (GHG)
emissions, called for a regulator framework to achieve the corresponding emissions
reduction, and charged the California Air Resources Board (CARB) with implementation of
the act.

When dealing with air quality issues related to operation emissions, thresholds are usually
compared to the net.change in emissions compared to baseline conditions (normally
existing conditons with no project). However, the projec's purpose is to meet Clean
Water Act regulatory mandates. Thus, the City does not have a "no project" option. The
proposed project would dlert low-flows from tw existing storm drains into the sanitary
sewer and eventually to the nearest City tratment plant (HypeTion in this instance) rather
than proposing treatment on-site, which would require construction of an on-site treatment
facilit. GHG emissions are tied to energy consumption, in general, the more energy used
the higher the emissions. Based on pre-design information. no substantial difference in
energy use was identified for runoff treatment on-site vs. off-site. The project would
incorporate energy effciency through selection of energy effcient motors and pumps thus
optimizing energy consumption as feasible.
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d) Expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations? D D ~ 0
Reference: LA. CEQA Thresholds Guíde (Sections 81, 82, and 83 )
Comment A signifcant impact would occur if constrction or operation of the proposed project

generated pollutant concentrations to a degree that would signifcantl affect sensitive
receptors.

. As discussed above, the proposed project is not anticipated to result in substantial pollutant
concentrations.

e) Create objectionable odors affecting a substantial number of people? D D ¡g
Referenc: LA. CEQA Thresholds Guide (Sections 81 and 82)
Comment: A signifcant impact would occur if the project created Objectionable odors during

constrction Of operation that would affect a substantial number of people.

During constrtion, theproJecl may generate objectionable odor as sewer connections
are made during diversion. However, the City and its contractors would.implement
applicable odor control.measures for sewer projects, SUch as the use of temporary air
scrbber units. Al-1Ì nortern terminus, the diversion strctre would be designed to

reduce turbulence in the existing sewer line and thus reduce potential objectionable odors.

Other constructon sources of odor are diesel emissions form construction equipment and
volatile organic compounds from sealant applications or paving actiities. However, these
odors would be temporary and loclized. Nonetheless. applicble best management
practices such as those in SCAQMD Rule 431 (Diesel Equipment) would. in additon to
minimizng air quality impacts, also help minimize potential constrction odors.

D

4. BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES - Would the project:
a) Have a substantial adverse effect, either direcUy or through habitat

modifcations, on any species identifed as a candidate, sensitve, or

special status species in local or regional plans, policies, or regulations, D 0 IX D
or by the California Departent of Fish and Game or U.S. Fish and
Wndlife Serice?
Reference: CNDDB, City of Los Angeles General Plan, City of Los Angeles General Plan

Conservation Element, IRP EIR, L.A. CE'QA Thresholds Guide (Section C), U.S. Ash and
Wildlife Service Habitat Conservatin Plari (HCP) Program, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
Critical Habitt Database (http://crlthab.1Ws.gov/)

Comment: A signifcant impact may occur if the proposed project would remove or modify habitat
for any species identied or designated as a candidate, sensitive, or special status species in
local or regional plans, policies, or regulation, or by the state or federal regulatory agenciesctted. -
The project site consists of paved parking lots and a paved roaday and is devoid of trees or
significant vegetation. No habitat or sensitive natural community occrs within the project
area. The CNDD lists occurrence of the following plant and animal species which are
federally and/or state listed as endangered or threatened species within the USGS Topanga
Quadrangle:

Brauton's milk-vetch (Astragalus brautonif), Ventura Marsh milk-vetch (Astragalus
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psycnostachyus var. lanosissimus), coastal dunes milk-vetch (Astragalus tener var. tit), salt
marsh bird's-bak (Cordylanthus mar/tfmus ssp. maritimus), beach spectaclepod (Dithyra
maritma), Santa Monica dudleya (Dudleya cymosa ssp. ovatifolfa), and southern steel head
(Oncorhynchus myk/ss irieus).

However, Ventura Marsh milk-vetch salt marsh and blrd's-beak were listed as extirpated
(removed or destrye) and no habitat associated with or suitable for the other listed species
was identifed within the project site.

The western snowy plover Is federally listed as threatened and Is a bird species of special
concern in California. Western snowy plover critical habitat and coastal resources ocur
within the vicinity of the project site. Although the areas that the plovers occupy vary year to
year, the plovers tend to remain on sandy beach areas between the low tide and
approximately 100 to 150 fet inland. Annual surveys of the area are lead by the Audobon
Society and the City of Santa Monica implements habitat protection activities, including the
installation of fencing of the areas known to be used by the plovers.

The projeCt site is within and Immediately adjacent to Pacific Coast Highway and consists
... mostly of hardscape areas, paved parking lots and roadway. Due to the proximity of the . " .

project site to the busy highway and the multiuse pedestrian/bike path, plovers are not
anticipated to occur witin the vicinity of the project site. Nonetheless, mitigation measure
810-1 below and bet management practices to protect water qualit would be Implemented
during construction to ensure no adverse impacts occur as a result of constructon activities.
Once constrcted, the project would have a positive impact on water quality by decreasing
pollutants that reach coastal waters and would ultmately result on Improved coastal habitat.

. ~

Mitil:ation Measure BIO-1: A preconstruction survey by a qualified bIologist shall be
conducted for any construction within the sandy areas to ensure that no western snowy
plovers are In the immediate project vicinity. As applicable, the biologist would make
recmmendations based on the results of the survey to prevent any impacts to .western snowyplovers; .

b) Have a substantial adverse effec on any riparian habitat or other
sensitive natural community identied In local or regional plans, policies, 0 0 !V 0
regulations or by the California Departent of Fish and Game or US Fish ~and Wildlife ,Servce? .
Referenc: CNDDB, City of Los Angeles General Plan Conservation Element, L.A. CEQA

Thresholds Guide (Secion C), U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service Habitat Conservation Plan
(HCP) Program. U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service Critial Habitat Database
(http://crithab.fws.gov/)

Comment: A signifcant impact may ocur if ripanan habitat or any othr sensitive natural community
were to be adversely modified.

See comment for 4 (a).

c) Have a substantial adverse effect on federally protected wetlands as
defined by Section 404 of the Clean Water Act (including, but not limited
to, marsh, vernal pool, coastal, etc.) through direct removal, fillng,
hydrological interruption, or other means?
Reference: LA. CEQA Thrr:sholds Guide (Section C)
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Comment: A signifcant impact may occur if federally protected wetlands, as defined by Section
404 of the Clean Water Act, would be modifed or removed.

The project would divert water from the existing Santa Monica Canyon Channel which Is a
man-made channel devoid of vegetation. As indicated above, the site does not provide
significant habitat for plants or animals. The diversion and treatment of stormwater runoff is
urgently needed to meet bacteria TMDL requirements. The project would protect the health of
hundreds of thousands of visitors to Wil Rogrs State Beach. Summer low-flow runoff is
already being diverted upstream of the proposed location. This upgrade is needed to divert
low flows year round. As applicable, the U.S. Army Corps of EngIneers and California
Departent of Fish and Game, through their permitting process. would add conditions to the
project approval if needed to protect jurisdictional waters.

d) Intenere substantially with the movement of any natie resident or migratory
fish or wildlife species or with eslablished native residënt or migratory D 0 IZ 0
wildlife corridors, or impede the use of native wildlife nursery sites?
Reference: L.A. CEQA Thresholds Guide (Section C)
Comment: A signifcant impact may ocr if the proposed project intenered or removed access to

a migratory wildlife corrIdor or impeded the use of native wildlife nursery sites.

As discussed above. the proposed project site consists mostl of paved surfaces. The project
area within the concrete-lined channel doe not provide signifcant habitat for plants or
animals. Additionally, mitigation measure 810-1 and best management practices to protect
water quality would be implemented during construction to ensure no adverse direct or indirect
Impacts occur as a result of construction actlvties. Therefore, the project is not expected to
have an impact on habitat suitble for wildlife movement or migration.

e) Conflict with any local policies or ordinances protecting biological 0 0 0 rv
resources, such as a tree preservatIon polley or ordinance? ló
Reference: LA. CEQA Thesholds Guide (SectIon C)
Comment: A signifcant impact may occur If the propósed project would cáuse an impact that

was inconsistent with local regulations pertaining to biological resourc.

No sensitive or protected tree species, or habitat, occur on the project site.

f) Conflct with the provisions of an adopted Habitat Conservation Plan,
Natural Community Conservation Plan, or other approved local, regional, D 0 D ~
or state habitat conservation plan?
Reference: CNDDB, Cit of Los Angeles Genral Plan, City of Los Angeles General Plan

Conservation Element, LA CEQA Thresholds Guide (Section C), U.S. Fish and Wildlife
Service Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) Program

Comment: A signifcant impact may occur if the proposed project would
be inconsistent with mapping or policies in any conservation plans of
the cited type.

See comments for 4 (a) through (e).

5. CULTURAL RESOURCES - Would the project:
a) Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a historical

resource as defined in California Code of Regulations Section 15064.5? o o D rg
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Reference: LA. CEQA Thresholds Guide (Section 0.3), City of Los Angeles Cultural Heritage
Commission "HIstoric-Cultural Monuments (HCM) Report by Planning Community,
Brentwood-Pacifc Palisades Community Plan, Archaeological Investigatin for Propoition 0
and CiS Projects, CityofLos Angeles, Los Angeles County, California

. Comment: A significant impact may result if the propsed project caused a substantial adverse
change to the significance of a historical resource (as Identifed above).

No historic resources were identified within the project area or vicinity.

b) Cause a substantial adverse change in th signifcance of an
archaeological resource pursuant to California Code of Regulations 0 0 t8Section 15064.5? .
Reference: LA. CE'QA Thresholds Guide (Section 0.3), City of Los Angeles Cultural Heritage

Commission "Historic-Cultural Monuments (HeM) Report by Planning Communit,
Bn:!nlwod-Pacifc Palisades Community Plan, Archaeological Investgation for Proposition 0
and CiS Projects, City of Los Angeles, Los Angeles County, California

Comment: A signifcant impact may ocur if the proposed project were to cause a substantial
adverse change in the signifcance of an archaeological resource which falls under the CEQA
Guidelines sectin cited above.~, .

D
'.__, ~~:_~-T.' ',' .,... ,_~

Greenwood and Associates (2007) evaluated the project area and found that no
archaeological or historical resources have been documented in the vicinity of the project
area. The project area was deemed to have a low sensitVity for cultural resources. Should
any potentially important cultural deposits be encountered during constrction, per standard
public works constrction practice, work would be temporarily divered from the vicinity of the
find until a qualifed archaeologist can Identify and evaluate the find, conduct any appropriate
assessment, and make recommendations as needed to protect the resource or mitigate
impacts.

c) Directly or indirectiy destroy a unique paleontological resource or site or
unique geologic feature?
Reference: Standard Specification for Public Works Constrction, L.A. CEQA Thresholds Guide
(Section 0.1)
Comment: A significant Impact may occur if grading or excaation activities associated with th

proposed project would disturb unIque paleontological resources or unique geologic features.

D. o ~ D

The project area contains fill associated with the constrction of Pacific Coast Highway. '
Excavation would be fairly shallow. varyng from approximately seven (7) fet to 15 feet below
grade. Excavation is not anticipated to reach any bedrock. Sh01ld bedrock or any potentially
Importnt paleontologIcal deposIts be encountered during constrction, per standard public
works construction practices, work would be temporarily diverted from the vicinity of the find
until a qualified resource specIalist can evaluate the find and make recommendations as
needed to protect the find or mitgate the impact.

d) Disturb any human remains, Including those Interred outside of formal
cemetenes?
Reference: Standard Specification for Public Works Construction, L.A. CEQA Thresholds Guide

(Section D.2)
Comment: A sIgnifcant impact may occur if grading or excavation actiities associated with the

proposed project would disturb interred human remains.

o o t8 o
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No known burial sites are located within the project site. Should human remains be
encountered during constrction, per standard public works constrction practice. work would
be temporarily diverted from the vicinity of the find until the coroner is notified in accordance
with the Health and Safety Code Secton 7050.5. If the remains were determined to be of
Native American descet, the coroner would have 24 hours to notif the Native American
Heritage Commission (NAHC). The NAHC would.identif the person(s) thought to be the
Most Likely Descendent, who would then help determine the appropriate course of action.

6. GEOLOGY AND SOILS - Would the project:
a) Expose people or structures to potential substantial adverse effects,

Including the risk of loss. injury, or death involving:
i) Rupture of a known earthquake fault, as delineated on the most recent

Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zoning Map issued by the State D D l'
Geologist for the area or based on other substantial evidence of a ~
known fault?
Reference: CDC Publication 42, LA CEQA Thrsholds Guide (Section E.1), General Plan.

Safety Element
Comment: A signifcant impact may occur if the proposed project were located within a state-

designated Alquist-Priolo Zone or other designated fault zone and appropriate building
practices were not followed.

D

I'

The project site is located wihin a Fault Rupture Study Zone. As part of building code and
BOE Standard Project Specifcations, construction measures are presoribed that enable
safe and effcient project implementation within areas subject to seismic movement. Per
standard practce, site-specifc geotechnical and geological Investigations that focus on
th~se potential hazards are performed as part of project design studies.

iI) Strong seismic ground shaking? 0 0 ~ D
Reference: Planning Department "Parcel Profie Report., L.A. CEQA Thresholds Guide

(Section E.1)
Comment: A significant impact may occur if the proposed project design did not comply with

building code requirements intended to protect people from hazards associated with strong
seismic ground shaking.

See comment 6(a)(i).

ii) Seismic-related ground failure, including liquefaction? 0 0 i: 0

Reference: CDC Seismic Hazard Zones, Planning Departent "Parcel Profile Report, L.A.
CEQA Thresholds GuIde (Section E.1)

Comment: A significant impact may occur if the proposed project would be located in an area
identified as having a high risk of Iiauefacton and appropriate design measures required
W11hin such designated areas were not Incorporated into the project.

The project site is located in an area identifed as being susceptible to liquefaction.
However, as part of building code and BOE Standard Project Specifcations, construction
measure are prescribed that enable safe and effcient project implementtion wiin the
liquefaction zone area. As stated above, per standard practice, site-specific geotechnical
and geological investigations that focus on these potential hazards are performed as part of
project design studies. Design and construction of the proposed project would include
applicable measures, such as flexible connections or structural anchors.
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iv) Landslides? . 0 0 rg
Reference: General Plan (Landslide Inventory and Hilside Areas in the City of Los Angeles

Map), Planning Department .Parcel Profile Report", LA CEQA Thresholds Guide (Section
E.1)

Comment: Th project site is not located In a landslide area. Howver, segments of the
project site are located adjacent to coastal blufs which are prone to landslides.
Compliance with design andlor construction recommendations in the project-level
geotechnical studies that would be prepared as a standard practice would keep potential
Impacts within acceptable levels.

D

b) Result in substantial soil erosion or the loss of topsoil?

Reference: L.A. CEQA Thresholds Guide (Section E.2),Report" . .,.-
Comment: A signifcant impact may ocur if the proposed project were to expose large areas to

the erosion effects of wind or water for a prolonged period of time.

o ~
Planning Department .Parcel Profle

o D

The project site is not locted in a high wind area. Constructon of the proposed project would
result in ground surface dIsruption activities, such as site grading andexcavatlón. These
activites could result in the potential for erosIon to occur at the proposed project site.
However, soil exposure would be temporary and short-term in nature and applicable
Department of BuDding and Safety erosion control techniques would limit potential erosion.

c) Be located on a geologic unit or soil that is unstable, or that would
. become unstable as a result of the project. and pot~mtially result In on- or D 0 i: 0
off-site landslide, lateral spreading, subsidence, liquefaction or collapse?
Reference: L.A. CEQA Thresholds Guide (Section C1). Generl Plan (Landslide Inventor and

Hilside Areas in the City of Los Angeles Map), Planning Department .Parcel Profile Report"
Comment: A signifcant impact may occur if the proposed project were built in an unstable area

without proper site preparation or design features to provide adequate foundations for project
buildings. thus posing a hazard to life and propert.

Prior to construction and per standard practice, a geotechnical evaluation would be prepared
which would prescribe methods, techniques, and specifications for: site preparation, treatment
of undocumented fill and/or alluvial soils, fill placement on sloping grund, fill characteristics, .
fil placement and compactions. temporary excavations and shoring, permanent slopes,
treatment of expansive soils, and treatment of corrosive soils. Design constrction of the
proposed project would conform to recommendations In the geotechnical evaluation.
Additonally. see comment for 6(a) (Ii).

d) Be located on expansive soil, as defined in Table 18-1-B ofthe Uniform O. . D. D. 1'
Bulding Code (1994), cr.eatig substantial. risks to life or proprt . . u I.
Reference: Uniform Building Code .
Comment: The. project site is in an area underlain by recent alluvium composed of clay, silt, sand,

and gravel. Typically, these soils do not have a high potential for expansion.

e) Have soils incapable of adequately supporting the use of septic tanks or
alternative wasteWater disposal systems where sewers are not available
for the disposal of wastewater?
Reference:
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Comment: A signifcant impact may occur if the proposed project were built on soils that were
incapable of adequately supporting the use of septic tanks or alternative wastewater disposal
system, and such a system were proposed.

No alternative treatment systems are proposed or needed.

7. HAZDS AND HAZRDOUS MATERIALS - Would the project:
a) Create a significant hazard to the public or the environment through the 0 0 i" D

routine transport, use, or disposal of hazrdous materials? ió
Reference: DTSC's EnviroStor Data Management System

(htto:/lw.envirostor.dtsc.ca.aov/oublic).LA. CEQA Thresholds Guide (Sections F.1 & F.2),
SWRCB LUST and UST listings on Geolrcker (http:geotracker.swrcb.ca.gov)

Comment: Operation of the proposed facilty would not routinely require transport, use of, or
disposal of signifint quantites of hazardous materials, including, but not limited to oils,
pesticides, 0;' chemicals.

Construction actiVties would be short-term and limited in nature and may involve limited
transport, storage, use or disposal of hazardous materials. Some examples of hazrdous
materials handling include fueling an.d ,servicing construction equipment on-site, and the
transpo of fuels, lubricating fluids, and solvents. These tyes of materials are not acutely
hazardous, andall.storage, handling, and disposal of these materials are regulated.

No sites with known hazardous materials releases were identifed within the project area or
vicinity. However, If unknown contamination were Identifed dunng project construction or a
spil were to occur during constrction, agencies with jurisdiction would be nÖtifie and
immedi~te measures would be taken to ensure the health and safety of the public and
workers and to protect the environment. Any excavation, treatment, andlor disposal of
contaminated soils would be conducted to the satisfaction of the applicable regulatory
agencies, which could include LAFD, LACoFD, LARWQCB and/or DTSC. Adherence to
regulations set forth by locl, state, and feeral regulatory agencies would reduce the potential
for hazardous materials Impacts to less than significant levels.

b) Create a signifcant hazard to the public or the environment through
reasonably foreeable upset and accident conditins Involving the D 0 I8 D
release of hazardous materials into the environment?
Reference: DTSC's EnviroStor Data Management Sytem

(litl:l/w.envirostor.dtsc.ca.aov/oubllc).LA. CEQA Thresholds Guide (Sections F1 and
F.2), SWRCB LUST and UST listings on Geotrcker (http:geotracker.swrcb.ca.gov)
Comment: Refer to 7a) above.

c) Emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous or acutely ha;ardous
materials, substances, or waste within one-quarter mile of an existin9 or ODD igproposed school? -
Reference: L.A. CEQA Thresholds Guide (Section F.2)
Comment:. A signifcant impact may occur if the proposed project were located within one-uarter

mile of an existing or proposed school site and were projected to release toxic emissions
which pose a hazard beyond regulatory thresholds.

No schools or proposed school sites are located within one-quarter mile of the proposed
project site.
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d) Be located on a site which is included on a list of hazardous materials
sites compiled pursuant to Government Code Section 65962.5 and, as aDD 0 N'
result, would it create a significant hazard to the public or the IC
environment?
Reference: DTSC's EnviroStor Data Management System

(htto:l!ww.envirostor:dtsc.ca.Qov/DUblic).LA. CEQA Thresholds Guide (Section F.2),
SWRCB's GeoTracker, and USEPA's EnviroMapper

Comment: The project site is not listed in the State Water Resources Control Board GeoTracker
system which Includes leaking underground fuel tank sites and Spils, Leaks, Investigations,
and Cleanups sites; or the Departent of Toxic Substances Control EnvlroStor Data
Management System which includes CORTESE sites, or the Environmental Protection
Agencys database of regulated facilties.

e) For a project located withln an airport land use plan or, where such a plan
has not been adopted, within two miles of a public airport or public use 0 0 0 N'
airport, would the project result in a safety hazard for people residing or ICworking in the project area? .
Reference:.8r~ntwopd~Pacific Palisades Community Plan, General Plan, LA. CEQA Thresholds

Guide (Section F.1), The Thomas Guide, Los Angeles County Street Guide (2007)
Comment: A signifcant impact may occur If the proposed project site were located within a

public airport land use plan area, or within two mUes of a public airport, and would create a
safety hazard.

The project site is not located within an airprt land use plan, or within two miles of a public.

airport of public use airport.

f) For a project within the vicinity of a private airstrip, would the project result ODD N'
in a safety hazrd for people residing or working in the project area? IC
Reference: Brenlwd-Paolfc Palisades Community Plan, LA. CEQA Thresholds Guide

~. (Section F.1), The' Thomas Guide, Los Ange/es County Street Guide (2007)
Comment: The project site is not located within the vicinity of a private airstrip.

g) Impair implementation of or physically interfere with an adopte 0 0 IV 0
emergency response plan or emergency evacuation plan? ~
Reference: L.A. CEQA Thresholds Guide (Sect/on F.1)
Comment: A sIgnifcant impact may ocur if the proposed project were to substantially interfere

with roadway operations used in conjunction with an emergency response plan or evacuation
plan or would generate suffcient trffc to create traffc congetion that would interfere with the
execution of such plan.

The proposed project would not alter the adjacent street system. As applicable, trffc detour
plans would address emergency response or emergency evacuation for implementation
during construction.

h) Expose people or strctures to a significant risk of loss, injury or death
involving wildland fires, including where wildlands are adjacent to '
urbanized areas or where residences are intermixed with wildlands?
Reference: Brentwood-Pacific Palisades Communit Plan and General~n . D o o ~
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Comment: A signifcant impact may occur if the proposed project were located in a wildland area and
poses a signifcant fire hazrd, which could affect persons or structures In the area in the event of
a fire.

The proposed project is located within a fully urbanized area with no adjacent wildlands.

8. HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY - Would the project:

a) Violate any water quality standards or waste discharge requirements? D D cg D
Reference: L.A. CEQA Thresholds Guide (Section G.2)
Comment: A signifcant impact may occur if the proposed project discharged water which did not

meet the qualit standards of agencies which regulate surface water quality and water

discharge Into storm-water drainage systems. For example, if a project were not in
compliance with all applicable regulations with regard to surfce water quality as governed by

the State Water Resources Control Board (SWRCB). These regulations Include compliance
with the Standard Urban Stòrm Water MitigatIon Plan (SUSMP) requirements to reduce
potential water quality impacls_

The project would resull in a beneficial impact to water quality. The purpose of the project Is
to meet the RWQCB winter dryweather TMDL requirements for the Santa Monica Bay and
Improve water quality In the receiving water. .

Compliance with the receiving water limitations would be determined using shoreline
monitoring data obtained in conformance with the Santa Monica Bay Beaches Bactenal
TMDls Coordinated Shoreline Monltonng Plan dated April 7, 2004.

Short-term impacts to water quality due to construction activities would be regulated under
California State Water Resources Control Board Water Quality Order No. 99-08-DWQ
(General Construction Permit). Under this permit, the City of Los Angeles would implement a

. storm water pollution prevention plan and Best Management Construction Practices would be
implemented to ensure no signifcant impacts to water quality occur during constrction~

b) Substantially deplete groundwater supplies or Interfere substantially wit
groundwter recharge such that there would be a net defcit in aquifer
volume or a lowering of the local groundwater table level (e.g., the D 0 0 l'
production rate of pre-xisting nearby wells would drop to a level which i¿
would not support existIng land uses or planned uses for which permits
have been granted)?
Reference: L.A. CEQA Thresholds Guide (Sections G.2 and G.3)
Comment: Groundwater is a major component of the water supply for many public water

suppliers In the Los Angeles metropolitan area, and is also used by private industries, as well
as a limited number of private agrioultural and domestic users. A project would normally have
a sIgnificant impact on groundwater supplies if it were to result In a demonstrable and
sustained reduction of groundwater recharge capacity or change the potable water levels
suffcientl that it would reduce the abilty of a water utiity to use the groundwater basin for
public water supplies or storage of imported water, reduce the yields of adjacent wells or well
fields, or adversely change the rate or direction of groundwater flow.

The proposed project site contains mostly impervious surfaces, including paved roadway and
parking surfaces. The proposed project would not use groundwater resources or change the
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amount of permeable area within the project site.

c) Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site or area,
. includlng through the alteration of the course of a stream or river. in aDD l' D
manner which would result in substantial erosion or siltation on- or off- lC
site?
Reference: L.A. CEQA Thresholds Guide (Sections G.1 and G2)
Comment: A signifcant Impact may ocr if the proposed project resulted in a substantial

alteration of drainage patterns that resulted In a substantial increase In erosion or siltation
during constrction or operation of the project.

The proposed project would divert dry-weather flows from the Santa Monica Canyon storm
drain channel, which Is concrete-lined within th project area and vicinity. The course of the
channel would not be altered. Summer dry-weather flows ,are currently being diverted at the
existing LFD upstream of the project site. The proposed projet would diver dry-weather
flows year-round, while storm flows would continue to reach the receiving waters.

d) Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site or area,
including through the alteration of the course of a stream or river, or 0
substantially Increase the rate or amount of surface runoff in a manner
that would result in flooding on- or off~site?
Reference: L.A. CEQA Thresholds Guide (Section G.1)
Comment: A significant impact may ocr if the proposed project resulted

In increased runoff volumes during construction or operation of the
proposed project that would result in flooding conditons affecting the
project site or nearby properties.

Runoff volumes would not be altered. Also, see comment for 8 (c)
above. ~

D o ~

e) Create or contribute runoff waterwhich wôí:ld exce the capácity of '.
existlng or planned stormwater drainage systems or provide substantial
addItional sources of polluted runof?
Reference: L.A. CEQA Thresftolds Guide (Section G.2)
Comment: A signifcant Impact may occur If the volume of runof were

to increase to a level which exceeded the capacity of the storm drain
system serving a project site. A signifcant Impact may also occur If
the proposed project would substantially increase the probabilty that
polluted runoff would reach the storm drain system.

o D D ~

See comments for 8 (a-d) above.

f) Otherwise substantially degrade water quality
Reference: LA CEQA Thresholds Guide (Section G.3)
Comment: A significant impact may occr if a project included potential

source of water pollutants and potential to substantially degrade
water quality.

o o D IZ

The projects objective is to improve water quality and increase the
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beneficial and recreational uses of the receiving waters (the Santa
Monica Bay) by divertng dry-weather surface runoff to the wastewater
system year-round. The runoff would be diverted to the CIRS and
ultimately reach the Hyperion Treatment Plant, where it would be
treated prior to discharge into the ocean.

g) Place housing within a 100-year floo hazard area as mapped on a
. federal Flood Hazard Boundary or Flood Insurance Rate Map or other 0
flood hazard delineation map?
Reference: FIRM FEMA Panel No 060137 0076 D. LA. CEQA Thresholds

Guide (Sections G.1 to G:3)
Comment: No housing is proposed as part of the proposed project.

h) Place within a 1 OO-year floo hazard area structures that would impede 0
.. ,. or redirect flood flows?

Reference: FIRM FEMA Panel No 060137 0076 D, L.A. CEQA Thresholds
Guide (Sections G.1 & G.3)

Comment: The purpos~ of the proposed project is to divert dry-weather
low flows. No change during wet-weather flows are proposed. As
such, flood f1ows.'Quld not be afected.

i) Expose people or strctures to a signifcant risk of toss, injury or death
Involving f1oodirig, including flooing as a result of the failure of a levee or 0
dam?
Reference: City of Los Angeles General Plan Safety Element. L.A. CEQA

Thresholds Guide (Sections E.1 & G.3)
Comment: A signifcant impact may occur If the proposed project were

located in an area where a dam or levee could fail, exposing people
or structures to signifcant risk of loss. injury or death.

The Inundation and Tsunami Hazard Areas map (exhibit G) of the
Safety Element of the Los Angeles Crt General Plan (adopted by
City Council Novem ber26, '1996) identifies the project site as being
located in an Inundation area due to proximity to low-lying coastal
area. Design criteria for coastal development are provided In the City
of Los Angeles Floo Hazard Specifc Plan (City of Los Angeles
Safety Element). The Flood Hazrd Management Specifc Plan
Guidelines by Cit of Los Angeles Departent of Building and Safety
stipulate development requirement for construction within flood risk
zones.

j) Inundation by seiche, tsunami, or mudflow?
Reference: City of Los Angeles General Plan Safety Element, LA CEQA
. Thresholds GUide (SectIon E.1)

Comment: A significant impact may occur if the proposed project would
cause or accelerate geologic hazards, which would result in
substantial damage to structures or Infrastrcture. or expose people
to substantial risk of Injury.

The Inundation and Tsunami Hazrd Areas map (Exhibit G) of the
Safety Element of the Los Angeles City General Plan (adopted by City
Council November 26, 1996) indicates some portons of the project
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site are locted within a potential tsunami hazard area. However. the
proposed project would improve existing infrastructure and does not
include structures for habitation or occupancy.

9. LAND USE AND PLANNING - Would the project:

a) Physically divide an established community

Reference: City of Los Angeles General Plan, LA CEQA Thresholds
Guide (Section H.2)

Comment: Determination of impact Is made based on several factors.
indJudlng whether the proposed project Is suffciently large or .
otherwse configured in such a way as to create a physical barrier
Within an established community.

The propoSed project involves construction of utility infrastructure that
would be locted below grade or on currently developed parcels and
would not adversely impact land uses within the area or act as a
physical barrier within the surrounding community.

b) Conflict with any applicable land use plan, policy, or regulation of an agency
with jurisdiction over the project (including, but not limited to the general 0
plan, specific plan, local coastal program, or zonIng ordinance) adopted for
the purpose of avoiding or mitigating an environmental effect?
Reference: City of Los Angeles General Plan. LA CEQA Thresholds Guide

(Sections H.1 & H.2)
Comment: A signifcant impact may ocr If the proposed project

were inconsistent with th General Plan, or other applicable plan,
or with the site's zoning if designated to avoId or mitigate a
signifcant potential environmental impact.

D o o i;

D i; o

Land uses within the project site consist of open space and public
right-of-wy withIn PacifIc Coast Highway. The proposed project
consists of improvements to the stormwater infrastructure system
to Improve public health and safety. Most of the project elements
wold be located below grade. The project would be a component
of the municipal infrastructure and would not require changes In
land use. Allowed uses within areas designated for NOpen Space"
includes uses for public health and safety and right-of-way for
utilities.

c) Conflict with any applicable habitat conservation plan or natural 0
communit conservation plan?
Reference: City of Los Angeles General Plan, LA CEQA Thresl)olds
Guide (Sections H.1 & H;2) .

Comment: A signifcant impact may occur if the proposed project were
located within an area governed by a habitat conseration plan or
natural cómmunity conseration plan i:nd would conflct with such
plan.

D i; o

No habitat conservaUon plan or natural community conservation plan
is known to exist for the project site. U.S. Fish and Wildlife
designated western snowy plover critical habitat is located within the
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vicinity of the project site. However, as explained above under 4 (a),
no impacts are anticipated with implementation of mitigation BI0-1.

10. MINERAL RESOURCES - Would the project:
a) Result in the Joss of availabilty of a known mineral resource that would be of ODD IVvalue to the region and the residents of the state? 16

Reference: City of Los Angeles General Plan, L.A. CEQA Thresholds
Guide (Section E4)

Comment: No minerai resol)rces are identied wiin the project area.
b) Result in the loss of availabilty of a locally-important mineral resource

recovery site delineated on a local general plan, specifc plan or other D 0 0 t8
land use plan?
Reference: City of Los Angeles General Pian, L.A. CEQA Thresholds

Guide (Sections H.1 & H.2) .,

Comment: Refer to 1-0 (a) above.
11. NOISE - Would the project result in:

a) Exposure of persons to or generation of noise level,S in excess of
standards established in the locl general plan or noise ordinance, or 0 rg 0 D
applicable standards of other agencies?
Reference: City of Los Angeles General Plan, CityofLos Angeles Municipal

Code, L.A. CEQA Thresholds GuIde (Section I), Noise and Vibration
Study of Los Angeles Proposition 0 LFD Design Project

Comment: A signifcant impact may occur if the project resulted in or exposed people to noise
levels that exceeded the standards established by the general plan and and/or noise
ordinance of the Municipal Code.

A baseline noise analysis study indicates ambient noise levels in the project area range from
54 dBA. to 72 dBA (Air & Noise logic 2008). Noise levels generated by constrction
equipment would vary based on several factors, including equipment tye and models,
operation being performed, and the condition of the eqUipment. Constrction actities are

anticipated to generate noise levels ranging from 60 dBA to 90 d13A. Sinc constrction

acllltles have the potential to increase ambIent noise levels above 5 dBA at a noise sensitve
use during nighttime hours (CEOA Thresholds 2006), constrction of the CIRS would result in
a sIgnificant noise leve/lmpact to adjacent residential uses. The following mitgation
measures have been designed to reduce construction noise impacts to a less than significant
level:

Mith:iation Measure NOI1: Construction contracts shall specify that all construction
equipment shall be equipped with noise muffers, blankets and other suitble noise
attenuation.

MitiQation Measure NOll: To. th extent feasible, the contractor shall minimize irnpulsiV~
noise during nighttime constrction.

MitiQation Measure NOI3: The contractor shall monitor nighttime construction activity. Prior
to the start of nighttlm_e construction actvites, the contractor shan submit a comprehensive
noise control plan for review and approval of the project engineer. The noise control plan shall
identify best possible construction-staging locations and noise-monitoring procedures,
evaluate anticipated constrction noise impacts and mitigation measures, and establish
reporting requirements and complaint response procedures. The noise control plan shall
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impose restrictions on the use of equipment with backup alarms or any other devices that
typically emit banging, clangIng, buzzing, or other annoying noises.

Mitiaation Measure NOI4: The City of Los Angeles shall establish a community liaison
program designed to provide for two-way communication between the community and the Cit
of Los Angeles to resolve noise problems that might arise during constrction of the Coastal
Interceptor Relief Sewer. The community liaison program wil consist of:

. A 24-hour hotllne to enable residents and community members to report noise
problems. The hotlne shall be staffed and operated by persons authorized to
coordinate with the construction contractor, the constrction manager, the inspector,
and the design group to resolve identied issues. A database shall be developed to

log complaints and docment the status of the reported Incidents and
activitlactlons undertaken to address the complaints.

- . The distribution of the construction schedule, and any modifications to it thereafter, to
residents, propert ower, and locl businesses.

Operation noise is anticipated to be limited to noise from the pumping equipment, LFD control
equipment and the infatable dam control equipment and compressor. The pumping

. equipment would be located below grade, the control equipment and the compressor would
be located partly below grade and housed within a control building, and the LFD control
equipment would be housed in a metal structure and sited within the vIcinity Pacific Coast
Highway away from residential uses. Noise increase from project operation Is anticipated to
have less than a signifcant Impact.

* A-weighted decibel (dBA): an overall frequency-weighted sound level in decibels which
approximates the frequency response of the hUman ear.

b) Exosure of persons to or generation of excessive groundborne vibration D
or groundborne noise levels?
Referenc: City of Los Angeles Genera Plan, City of Los Angeles Municipal

Code, L.A. CEQA Thresholds Guide (Section I), Noise and Vibrtion
Study of Los Angeles Propositon 0 LFD D~sign Project

Comment: A signifcant impact may occur If the project were to expose
persons to or generate excessive ground borne vibration or
groundbome noise levels.

Construction activites associated with the project could generate
ground borne vibration from use of heavy Elquipment. According to a

noise and vibration study coducted for the proposed projec (Air &
Noise Logic 2008). there is th potential for vibr¡:tion impacts from
sonic and pile drivng and for drillng within 100 feet of residential
unîts~ In acrdance with Bureau of Engineering Standard Project
Specifcations, no pile driving is anticipated for this project. However,
constrctin of the CIRS may require driling wihin 100 feet of
residential units. Mitigation measures NOl1 through NOl4 above,
have been designed to reduce noise impacts. Th following

mitgation measures have been designed to reduce potential
groundborne vibration impacts to a less than signifcant level:

rg

CEQA Initial Study Page 32 of 46
Santa Monica Canyon and Palisades Park LFD Upgrades and
Coastal Interceptor Relief Sewer

August 6, 2008

o o



INITIAL STUDY
PUBLIC WORKS - BUREAU OF ENGINEERING

s:..- c: -,g
:a 1: -¡_ c

jg ¡PiIssues
~ ~o .c ~ '"l-c¡g Q.c= ~ i- i;

.sCD C E ~.§,~ =~~Õ .2- (1.- .c ~i,- 0
D. en ..en ~ .. fI Z

Mitigation Measure NÖI5: To the extent feasible during CIRS
constrction, the contractor shall route heavily-loaded trcks away
from residential streets. If no alternatives. are available; streets with
fewest homes shall be selected.

Mitiaation Measure NOI6: To the extent feasible during CIRS
construction with 100 feet of residential units, the contractor shall
phase demolition, eart-moving and ground-impacting operations so

as not to occur in the same time period.

Mitiaation Measure NOI7: To the extent feasible during CIRS
constrction with 100 feet of residential units, the contractor shall
select demolition.methods not Involving impact. For example, sawing
structures into section that can be loaded onto trucks would result in
lower vibration levels than impact demolition.

Mitiaation Measure NOI8: Prior to the start of CIRS construction
activites, the contractor shall submit a comprehensIve vibration

,monitoring and mitgation plan for review and approval of the project
engineer. The vibration monitoring and mitigation plan shall focus on
adjacent residential uses, identi best possible constrcton-staging
loctions and vibration-monitoring procedures, evaluate anticipated

vibration Impact and mitigation measures, and establish reporting
requirements and complaint response procedures.

c) A substantial pen anent increase in ambient noise levels in the project 0
vicinity above levels existing without the project?
Reference: City of Los Angeles General Plan, City of Los Angeles Municipal

Code, L.A. CEQA Thresholds GuIde (Section I)
Comment Comment: A signifcant impact may ocur if the project were

tò substantially and permanently increase the ambient noise levels in
the project vIcInity above levels existing without the proposed project

See comments under 11 (a) above.

o o rz

d) A substantial temporary or periodic Increase In ambient noise levels In
the project vicInity above levels existing witout the projec?
Reference: L.A. CEQA Thresholds Guide (Section I)
Comment: A signifcant Impact may occur if the project were to create a

substantial temporary or periodic increase in the ambient noise levels
in the project vicinity above levels existing without the proposed

. proje.ct.

See comments under 11 (a) above.

o !8 o D

e) For a project located within an airport land use plan or, where such a plan
has not been adopted. within. two miles of a public airport or public use 0 D 0 I'
airport. would the project expose people resIding or working in the ~
project area to excessive noise levels?
Reference: Brentwood-Pacic Palisades Community Plan. General Plan, LA. CEQA Thresholds
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Guide (Section I), The Thomas Guide, Los Angeles County Street Guide (2007)
Comment: No public airport Is located within the vicinity of the project area.

f) For a project within the vicinit of a private airstrip, would the project
expose people residing or working in the project area to excessive noise ODD ¡g
levels?
Reference: Brentwood-Pacifc Palisades CommunIty Plan, General Plan," LA. CEQA Thresholds

Guide (Section I), The Thomas Guide, Los Angeles County Street Guide (2007)
Comment: No private airstrps are located within the vicinity of the

projec area.

12. POPULATION AND HOUSING - Would the project:
a) Induce substantial population growth in an are, either direcy (for

example, by proposing new hom"as and businesses) or Indirey (for D" D 0 ¡g
example, through extension of roads or other Infrastructure)?
Reference: L.A. CEOA Thresholds Guide (Section J.1)
Comment: A significant Impact may ocr If the proposed project induced substantial population

and housing growth through new development in undeveloped areas or by introducing
unplanned infastructure that was not previously evaluated in the adopted community plan or
general plan.

The proposed project would not promote population growth either direcUy or indirectly, since it
consists of Infrastrctre upgrades to meet regulatory requirements In conformance with the

needs projected in the adopted community and general plans.

b) Displace substantial numbers of existing housing, necessitating the D
construction of replacement housing elsewhere?
Reference: L.A. CEQA Thresholds Guide (Sections J.1 and J.2)
Comment: No housing would be displaced or changed.

c) Displace substantial numbers of people, necessitating the construction of D
replacement housing elsewhere?

Reference:
Comment: See comment for 12 (b) above.

D D IX

D o IX

13. PUBLIC SERVICES -
a) Would the proje result in substantIal adverse physical impacts

associated with the provIsion of new or physically altered governmental
facilties, need for new or physically altered governmental facmties, the
constrction of which could cause significant environmental impacts, in

order to maintain acceptable service ratios, response times or other
performance objectives for any of the public services:i) Fire protection? 0 D D t8

Reference: Cit of Los An9èles General Plan Safety Element, L.A. CEQA Thresholds
Guide (Section K.2)

Comment A significat impact may oeeUf if the project required the addition of a new fire
station or the expansion, consolidation or relocation of an existing facilty to maintain
service.

The proposed project would not require additional fire protection or emergency
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response services beyond what is currently provided. As per Bureau of Engineering
Standard Project Specifcations, constrction activites would comply with applicable
Rre Code requirements. The nearest local fire responders (including Fire Station 69)
would be notmed, as appropriate, of any street lane closures during construction so as
to coordinate emergency response routing during construction work.

ii) Police protection? D D D I8
Reference: Cit of Los Angeles General Plan Safety Element, LA. CEQA Thresholds

Guide (Section K.1)
Comment: A signifcant impact may occr if the proposed project were to result in an

increase in demand for pollce services that would exceed the capacity of the police
department responsible for serving the site.

The proPosed project would not require additional police protection beyond what is
currently provided. As per Bureau of Engineering Standard Project Specifcations,
constrction activities would comply with applicable Municipal Code requirements. The
nearest local police station (in Reportng .Distr 821) would be notified, as appropriate,
of any street lane closures during construction so as to coordinate emergency response
routing during construction work.ii) Schools? D D 0 I8

Reference: L.A. CEQA Thresholds Guide (Section K.3)
Comment: A significant impact may occur if the proposed project included substantial

employment or population growth that could generate demand for school facilties that
exceeded the capacity of the school district responsible for serving the project site.

The proposed project is not a growt inducing project, either directly or indirectly, and
would therefore not increase the demand for schools in the area.Iv) Parks? D D 0 I8

Reference: LA. CEQA Thresholds Guide (Section K.4)
Comment: A significant impact may occur if the recreation and park services available

could not accommodate the populatio lncrease resulting from the Implementation of
the proposed project.

Operation of the proposed project is not a growth Inducing project, either directly or
Indirectly, and would therefore not Increase the demand for parks in the area.

v) Other public facilties? 0 0 ~ 0
Reference:
Comment: Operation of the proposed project would not induce growth, either directly or

Indirectly, and would therefore not increase the demand or use for other publiC facilties
in the area. Temporary impacts to Wil Rogers State Beach parking and to the multiuse
(pedestrian/bike) path may ocur during constrction. Due tõ pétmithgltegùlatory
constraints, construction is anticipated to occur during the off~peak .beach season when
demand for parking and other beach facilties is lower. Additionally, the City would
coordinate with the County of Los Angeles Department of Beach and Harbors to
minimize construction-related Impacts to Wil Rogers State Beach.
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14. RECREATION -
a) Would the project increase the use of eXisting neighborhood. and regional 0

parks or othr recreational facilities such that substantial physical
deterioration of the facilty would occur or be accelerated?
Reference: L.A. CEQA Thresholds Guide (Secton K.4)
Comment: A significant impact may occur if the proposed project included substantial

employment or population growt that generated demand for public park facilties "that exceed
the capacity of existIng parks.

o rg o

The proposed project is not a growth inducing project, either directly or indirectly, and would
therefore not increase the demand for parks or other recreational facilities In the area. As
indicated above, temporary impacts to Wil Rogers State Beach parking and to the multiuse
(pedestrian/bike) path may ocur during constrction. Due to pennittng/re!;ulatory
constraints, construction is anticipated to occur during the off-peak beach season when
demand for parking and other beach facilties is lower. Additionally, the City would coordinate
with the County of Los Angeles Departent of Beach and Harb to minimIze constrction-
related impacts to Wil Rogers State Beach.

'"

b) Does the project include recreational facilties or require the construction
or expansion of recreational facilities that might have an adverse physical D
effect on the environment?
Reference:
Comment: No recreational facilties would be included in the proposed

project nor would any new recreation facilties be required.

D D ~

15. TRASPORTATIONfTRAFFIC - Would the project:
a) Cause an increase in traffc that Is substantial in relation to the existing

traffc load and capacit of the street system (Le., result in a substantial D D l"
increase In either the number of vehIcle trips, the volume to capacity ratio . ~
on roads, or congestion at intersecons)?
Reference: KOA Corporation (2008), L.A. CEQA Threshods Guldfl (Secon

L.1 to L.4 and L.8)
Comment: A signifcant impact may occur if the proposed project caused an Increase in traffc

that would be substantial In relation to the existing traffc load and capacity of the street
system.

o

The proposed project consists of the upgrades of existing storm drain and sewer
Infrstructure and would generate a nominal numbe of vehicle trips during operation, no more
than one trIp per week estimated.

Construction on Pacifc Coast Highway would be subject to conditions of a Caltr-ans penn it

and is anticipated to occur at nighltlme during off-pek hours. Based on a trffc analyis
conducted for this project, constrction scheduled during the recommended time periods
below would maintain accptable levels of service (LOS) during construction (minimum LOS
D). Construction is antlcipated to occur within the recommeRded time peods.
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b) Exceed, either indlvidually or cumulatively, a level of service standard
established by the county congestion management agency for
designated roadsorhighways?
Reference: See 15 (a)... ..

Comment
See 15 (a).

D D. ig

c) Result in a change in air traffc patterns, including either an increase in 0 0
trffc levels or a change in location that results in substantial "safety 0
risks?
Reference:
Comment The project does not involve any changes in air traffc pattems.

d) Substantially increase hazards due to a design feature (e.g., sharp D 0 D
curves or dangerous intersections) or incompatible uses (e.g., farm
equipment)?
Reference: L.A. CEQA Thresholds Guide (Section L.5)
Comment A significant impact may occur if the proposed project substantially increased road

hazards due to a design feature or incompatible uses.

The proposed project would not change the surrounding street system and would not
introduce incompatible vehicles to surrounding roadways. Temporary lane closures would
occur during off peak hours and the traffc control plan, which would be subject to Caltrans
review and approval, would be designed to minimize potential hazards to motorists.

e) Result in inadequate emergency accss? D D D
Reference: L.A. CEQA Thresholds GuIde (Section L.5 and L.B)
Comment: A significant Impact may ocur If the proposed project resulted in inadequate

emergency access.

The proposed project area is readily accessible from adjacent roadways. The project does not
include any permanent changes or alterations to emergency access. As indicated above,
during constction, temporary lane c10sures would occur during off peak hours andtle traffc

control plan, whIch would be subject to Caltrans review and approval, would be designed to
ensure appropriate emergency access is maintained.

o D lZf) Result in inadequate parking capacity?
Reference: LA. CEQA Thresholds Guide (Sections L. 7 & L.8)

Comment: The project would be designed to minimize permanent impacts to parking.
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However, loss of one space within Wil Rogers State Beach Parking Lot 2 may occur to
allow the Installation of one pole-mounted transformer within the vicinity of the Pacific
Palisades lFD.

During construction, approximately 10 parking spaces wIthin Wil Rogers State Bech
Parking Lôt2 and 46 parking spaces within Parking lot 1 would be temporarily used for
construction staging. Additional spaces within both lots would also be temporanly
impacted during the CrRS construction. Due to permittingregulatory constraints,
construction is anticipated to occur during the off-peak beach season when demand for
parking is lower. City would coordinate with the County of Los Angeles Department of
Beach and Harbors to minimize construction-related impacts to Wil Rogers State Beach
parking.

g) Conflct wit adopted policies, plans, or programs supporting alternative D D IV c. 0.... ..transporttion (e.g.. bus turnouts. bicycle racks)? ió
Reference:
Comment: A signifcant impact may occur if the proPosed project were to confict with adopted

policies, plans, or prorams supporting alternatie trnsporttion.

The proposed project would not conflct with adopted policies, plans, or progras supportIng
alteratie transporttion. It is anticipated that construction of the CIRSsiphon airline wold

require temporary closure of the existing multi-use pedestrian/bike path. A temporary reroute
or alternate route would be provided to minimize Impacts.

16. UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS - Would the project:
a) Exced wastewter treatment requirements of the applicable Regional 0 D

Water Quality Control Board?
Reference: L.A. CEQA Thresholds Guide (Secion M.2)
Comment: A signifcant impact may occur if the proposed project exceeded wastewater

treatment requirements of the. local regulatory governing agency.

The Hyperion Treatment Plan is located on a 144-acre site adjacent to the Santa Monica Bay,
southwest of the Los Angeles International Airport. The drainage area served by the plant is
approximately 328,000 acres. Sewage from five major interceptor sewer systems, includIng
the CiS that serves the projec area, Is received and treated at this plant. According to the
Citys Bureau of Sanitation, the plant has suffcient capacity to accommodate the divered
stormwater flows.

D ~

b) Require or result in th constrction of new water or wastewater
treatment facilites or expansion of existing facilties, the constrction of D D D ~
which could cause signifcant environmental effects?
Reference: L.A. CEQA Thresholds Guide (Sections M.1 and M.2)-
Còmment: A significant impact may occur if the proposed project resulted in the need for new

constrction or expansion of water or wastéwater treatment facilties that could result in an
adverse environmental effect that could not be mitigated.

Other than temporary construction water use, the proposed project would not include water
uses. Also, refer to 16 (a) above.

c) Requlre or result In the constrction of new storm water drainage facilties D 0 D IV
or expansion of existing facilties, the construction of which could cause ~
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significant environmental effects?
Reference: LA. CEQA Threshofds Guide (Section M.2)
Comment: A signifcant impact may occur if the volume of storm water runoff from the proposed

project increases to a level exceeding the capacity of the storm drain system serving the
project site.

The proposed project consists of improvements to the existing stormwater infrastructure. The
proposed project would not increase the volume of stormwater runoff, but would redirect
runoff to the sewer system prior to discharge into the ocean.

d) Have suffcient water supplies avanable to serve the projec from existing
entitements and resources, or are new or expanded entitlements D D 0 ¡g
needed?
Refere'nee: L.A. CEQA Thresholds Guida (Sectlon M.1)
Comment: A significant impact may occur if the proposed project's water demands would exced

the existing water supplies that serve the site.

The City of Los Angeles Department of Water and Power provides potable water to the project
area and vicinity. Other than temporary construction water use, the proposed project would
not Include water uses.

e) Result in a detemiinationby the wastewter tratment provider that
seres or may serve the projec that It has adequate capacity to serve
the project's projected demand in addition to the providets existing
commitments?
Reference:
Comment: Refer to 16 (a) above.

f) Be served by a landfill with sufficient permitted capacit to accommodate
the project's solid waste disposal needs?

, Reference: IRP EIR, LA. CEQA Thresholds Guide (Section M.3)
Comment: A significant impact may occur if the proposed projec were to increase solid waste

generation to a degree that existing and projected landfill capacites would be insuffcient to
accmmodate the additional waste.

D D D ¡g

D D IZ D

Demolition debris would be recled at aggregate-base facilties, with residual debris disposed
at inert landfills, the Bradley West landfil (which as of 2002 had 4,725,968 cubic yards
capacity left) or Sunshine Canyon landfill (which as of 2001 had 16,000,000 cubic yards
capacity left). It Is anticipated that most of the excavated soil would not be suitable for
backfill. Unsuitable soil would also be disposed at these landfills, where some of this soil,
may be suitable for use as daily cover.

During operation of the LFDs, trash and debris collected In the system would be removed two
or three times a year. This would be a nominal volume and existing landfills have sufficient
capacIty to accommodate It.

g) Comply with federal, state. and local statutes and regulations related to D D D I'solid waste? ~
Reference: L.A. GEQA Threshofds Guide (Section M.3)
Comment: A signifcant Impact may occur if the proposed project would generate solid waste

that was in excess of or was not disposed of in accordance with applicable regulations.
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Solid waste disposal during construction and operation would comply with federal, state, local
statutes and regulations related to solid waste.

17. MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE
a) Does the project have thè potential to degrade the, quality of the

environment, substantially reduce the habItat of a fish or wildlife species,
cause á fish or wildlif population to drop below self-sustaining levels,
threaten to eliminate a plant or animal community, reduce the number or 0 0 ¡; 0
restrict the range of a rare or endangered plant or animal or eliminate
important examples of the major periods of California histor or
prehistor?
Reference: IRP EiR and see 4 (Biological Resources) and 5 (Cultural Resources) above.
Comment: The project site Is locted In an urbanized area that does not contain signifcant

biologIcal resOurce or know cultural resources, including hIstorical archaeological, or
paleontological resources. The site is located adjacent to western snow plover US. Fish and
Wildlife designated crtical habitat. However, with implementation of mitigation measure BIO-
1, impacts are anticipated to be less than signifcant.

b) Does the project have Impacts that are indivdually limited, but
cumulatiely consIderable? ("cumulatively considerable" means that the
incremental effects of a project are considerable when viewed In 0 0 ~ 0
connection with the effects of past projects, the effects of other current
projecs, and the effects of probable future projects)?
Reference: OPR Technical Advisory CEQA and Climate Change, City of Los Angeles General

Plan, IRP EIR
Comment: The projects included In the IRP are considered related projects for the

purposes of CEQA. However, the proposed project would be a much smaller-scale
near term project wit"construction anticipated to be completed by Decmber 2010.
AddltonaUy, construction periods are not expected to overlap and mitigation measures
would be implemented, as applicable, toinlnlmize potentIal Impacts.

, c) Does the project have the potential to achieve short-term environmental 0 0 0 IV
goals to the disadvantage of long-ter environmental goals7 Ió
Reference:
Comment: The purpose of the proposed projec Is'to improve both the short-term and long-term

water qualit of the reciving waters.
d) Does the project have environmental effects that will cause substantial 0 D IV 0

adverse effects on human beings, either directly or indirectly? ió
Reference:

Comment: With implementation of the 'mitigation measures listed below, the proposed project is
not anticipated to have signifcant air quality, hazrd, land use, noise, or traffc Impacts that
would cause substantial adverse effects on human beings, either directlx or indirectly.

v. MITIGATION MEASURES

The following mitgation measures form the foundation of a mitigation monitoring
program (MMP) for the proposed project. CEQA requires public agencies to adopt a
reporting or monitoring program for the changes to the project that have been adopted
CEQA Inital Study Page 40 of 46 August 6, 2008
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to mitigate or avoid signifcant effects on the environment (Public Resources Code
Section 21081.6). The program must be adopted by the public agency at the time
findings are made regarding the project. The State CEQA Guidelines allow public
agencies to choose whether its program wil monitor mitigation, report on mitigation, or
both (14 CCR Secton 15091(c)).

The mitigation measures described herein are supplemental to those required as
standard procedure for the City and its contractors. The City and its contractors are the
parties responsible for: (1) the necessary implementing actions; (2) verifying that the
necessary implementing actions are taken; and (3) the primary record documenting the
necessary implementing actions.

The mechanisms for vering that mitigation measures have been implemented include
design drawings, project plans and specifications, construction documents intended for
use by construction contractors and construction managers, field inspections, field
reports,. and other periodic or special reports. All records pertaining to this mitigation. '
program wil be maintained and made .available for inspection by the public in
accordance with the Cits records management systems. '

Aesthetics:

Mitigation Measure AES-1: To the extent feasible, permanent structures shall be
designed and located in a manner that does not remove, alter, or destroy an existing
valued natural or urban feature that contributes to the valued aesthetic.character of
an e~ or so that key views are not blocked.

..

Biological Resources:

Mitigation Measure 810-1: A preconstruction survey by a qualified biologist shaii be
conducted for any construction within the sandy areas to ensure that no western
snowy plovers are in the Immediate project vicinit. As appllcable. the biologist
would make recommendations based on the results of the survey to prevent any
impacts to westem snowy plovers.

Noise:

Mitigation Measure NOI1: Construction contracts shall specify that all construction
equipment shall be equipped with noise mufers, blankets and other suitable noise
attenuation.

Mitigation Measure NOI2: To the extent feasible, the contractor shall minimize
impulsive noise dunng nighttime construction.

Mitigation Measure NOI3: The contractor shall monitor nighttime construction
activity. Prior to the start of nighttime construction activities, the contractor shall
submit a comprehensive noise control plan for review and approval of the prÖject
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engineer. The noise control plan shall identify best possible construction-staging
locations and noise-monrtonng procedures, evaluate anticipated construction noise
impacts -and mitigation-measures, and establish reporting requirements and
complaint response procedures. The noise control plan shall impose restrctions on
the use of equipment wih backup alarms or any other devices that typically emit .
banging, clanging, buzzing, or other annoying noises.

Mitigation Measure NOI4: The City of Los Angeles shall establish a communit
liaison program designed to provide for tw-way communication between the
communit and the City of Los Angeles to resolve noise problems that might arise
during construction of the Coastal Interceptor Relief Sewer. The community liaison
program wil consist of:

. A 24-hour hotlne to enable residents and community members to report noise

problems. The hotline shall be staffed and operated by persons authorized to
coordinate with the construction c.ontractor, the construction manager, the
inspector, and the design group to resolve identified issues. A database shall
be developed to log complaints and document the status of the reported
incidents and activities/actions undertaken to address the complaints.

. The distribution of the construction schedule, and any modifcations to it
thereafter, to residents, propert owners, and local businesses.

Mitigation Measure NOI5: To the extent feasible dunng ClRS construction, the
contractor shall route heavily-loaded trucks away from residential streets. If no
alternatives are available, streets with fewest homes shall be selected.

Mitigation Measure NOI6: To the extent feasible during CIRS construction with,400
feet of residential units, the contractor shall phase demolition, earth-moving and
ground-impacting operations so as not to occur in the same time period.

MitigatIon Measure NOI7: To the extent feasible during CIRS construction witlùJ 00
feet of residential units, the contractor shall select demolition methods not involvng
Impact. For example, sawing strctures Into section that can be loaded onto trucks
would result in lower vibration levels than Impact demolition.

Mitigation Measure NOI8: Pnor to the start of CIRS construction activities, the
contractor shall submit a comprehensive vibration monitonng and mitigation plan for
review and approval of the project engineer. The vibration monitOring and mitigation
plan shall focus on adjacent residential uses, Identify best possible constructlon-
staging locations and vibration-monitoring procedures, evaluate anticipated vibration
impacts and mitigation measures, and establish reporting requirements and
complaint response procedures.
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VI. NAME OF PREPARER

Maria E. Martin
Environmental Supervisor I
Environmental Management Group -
Bureau of Engineering
Department of Public Works

VII. COORDINATION AND CONSULTATION

City of Los Angeles
Department of Public Works

Bureau of Engineering
Proposition 0 Bond Program
Andy Flores, Project Manager
Joanna Tesoro, Project Engineer -.'

City of Santa Monica
Civil Engineering & Architecture

Mr. Mark Cuneo

County of Los Angeles
Department of Public Works

Patrick Arakawa
Oliver Galang

Under Supervision of Jim Doty
Environmental Supervisor II
Environmental Managemnt Gmup
Bureau of Engineering.
Department of Public Works

County of Los Angeles
Department of Beach and Harbors

Greg Woodell

State of California
Coastal.Commission

AI Padila

State of California
Department of Transportation

Amon Omidghaemi

u. S. Army Corps of Engineers
Kenneth Wong

ix. DETERMINATION - RECOMMENDED ENVIRONMENTAL DOCUMENTATION

A. Summary

The proposed project consists of the upgrade of two existing low flow diversions and
the construction of a 4,500-foot long relief sewer within the Community of Pacifc
Palisades of Council District 11 and the northern limits of the City of Santa Monica. The
project is needed to help the Cit meet the winter dry-weather bacteria TMDL
requirements.

The Pacific Palisades LFD would be upgraded with a new wet well, a new trash/debris
collection maintenance structure, and a new electrical paneL. A new LFD system. would
be installed near the mouth of the Santa Monica Canyon ChanneL. The existing Santa
Monica Canyon LFD would be left in place within West Channel Road for redundancy
and system reliabilty. With the exception of the LFD panels and covers or hatches, tf:e
LFD structure would be located below grade. Construction of the Santa Monica
Canyon lFD would be a joint effort between the City and the Los Angele.s County Flood
Control Distrct (LACFCD). The LACFCD would install an air-inflatable 6-foot high by
40-foot wide rubber dam in the Santa Monica Canyon Channel and an adjacent control
building (approximately 10 feet by 10 feet) housing the rubber dam's air compressor
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and control pane/.

The CIRS would extend from its upstream end at the existing Palisades Park LFD
downstream southeasterly, across the City of Los Angeles border, into the City of Santa
Monica; where a connection would be made to the existing 60-inch sewer. The CIRS
would consist of approximately 4,500 total-linea"1 feet of pipe of vårying diameters (30,
36, 42, and 48-inch). Roughly 1,400 lineal feet of the alignment would be located within
Wil Rogers Parking Lot 2 East and Parking Lot 1 and the remaining portion would lie
within Pacific Coast Highway nght-of-way. Construction within Pacific Coast Highway
would require nighttime construction and partial lane closures. Mitigation measures
have been included to ensure that any impacts are reduced to a less than significant
leveL.

B. Recommended Environmental Documentation

On the basis of this initial evaluation, i find that the project could not have a significant
effect on the environment, and a"Mitigated Negative Declaration should be adopted.

Prepared by: ~ai.¿A) ç~ /n.i/,f~
" Maria E. Martn "

Environmental Supervisor I

Reviewd by; fZ,¡ &.~
Aames E. Doty

Environmental S perisor II

Approved by:
A Kasparian, Ph.D., Manager
Environmental Management Group

AKlMlCEQA IS.doc
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Division or Fml.Ddal AsistDce
1001 I Str. SiienlO, Cait 9m4. (.16) J41-S700 FAX (916) 341-5707

Maing Addr P.O. ~ ?4112. Sac~ Caifor. !l4-2120
In~ Ad IiJlwwiibml ai2OV

e State Water Resources Control Board

Arnold SirznegerG_

Ms. Marla Martin
City of Los Angeles Public Wo¡1s Department, BOE
1149 Broadway, Suite 600, Mail Stop 939
Los Angeles CA 99015

COMMENT LETTER 2

Dear Ms. Martin:

2A

DRA INITAL STDYIMITGATED NEGATIVE DE,CLARATION (ISIMND) FOR CITY OF LOS
ANGELES PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT (CIT; SANTA MONICA CANYON AND PALISADES
PARK LOW FLOW DIVESION UPGRAES AND COASTAL INTRCEPTOR RELIEF SEWR
PROJEOT (PROJECT); LOS ANGELES CÖUN'; STATE CLEARINGHOUSE (SCH NO.
2pDa0810f).

We under$ind UiG CIt is. not PlfIntly pursuing Clean Water State Revolvg Fund (CWSRF)
financing'for this Project. As å funding aS1eric. and a state agency wit jurisdiction by law to
preserve, enhance, and restore the qUålity of Califmia.s water resources, the State Water Resourcs
Conol Board (State Water ßo~rd) i~ prø"iidin the followng information for the envionmenfal
docent prepared for the Proect. . i
If the City deddes to purse rundlii through the CWSRi prora, please provide us with the
following doçumE!nts applicable to the proposed project (1) Copies of the Draft and FR'al lS/MND,
(2) the reisoliion adopti the MND and makig CEQA findings, (3) all coment receiV~ during th
review period and yoür responses to those comments, (4) the adopted MItigation Monitoring and
Reportng Plan, and (5) the NQtlce of Det~rm,naton filed wih the Govemots Ofce of Plinriing and
Research Stàtè Clearinghouse. In åddltón, we W9u~ åppr~ciate notices of any he¡lngs 9r meetings
held regarding environmental review of any prciiect to b~ funded by the State Water BOård.

The CWSRF Program Is parally funded by the U.S. .Envronmental Protecton AgenCY and requlres
additoniil .CEQA-Plus" envlronmentnl doi:uienttlon and revIew. The State Water Board is reuired
to-consult directlyWiagehci'es responsible fOr implëlTéntingfederal envlronmenlallaws ànèl
regUlations. Any environmental Issues raisea by federal agencies or their representatives will need to
be resolved prior to State Water Board ápproval of a CWSRF funding commibnent for the proposed
Proect. Far furter infOriaUon on the CWSRF prgram please contact Michelle L. Jones at .

(916) 341-6S83.

It is importnt to note that pror to a CWSRF fui:ing C9mmltment, proects are subject to provision$ pf
the Fed~ral Endanger~ Species Açt and must obtåin Sèction 7 clearance from the U.S. Fih änd
Wildlife SerVice (USFWS" and/or National Marine Fisheñes Service (NMFS) for any potential e~ct
to special stattlS sp~ies. Plea~e be advised tfaf Uie Stat~ Water Board wil consult wih USi=,
andor NMFS i'ègarlng all federal special status.specias th Prject has the potential to impact if the
Project Is to be funded under the .SRF PrD9ram. The cit wil need to identif whether the Project wili
involve any direct effec frm constrution actvl1les or Indirect effel:, . such as growt indlJc:em~nt,
that may affec. federally Iiste. threatened, ~nd:angereg, or c¡nçidate specIes. that are ~iiwn, ot have
a potential tø o.ccur on-site, in the surroUndln~ atèäs, ot in thè sérvies area. Pleasè identIf applicable
conservtion measurë to teducè such effcts.

CaiiforninE",vionmen~a!Prtectn Agency. ...
O. &cj Fap



2A

28

Ms. Maña Martn -2-
SfP 3 2008

In addition. CWSRF projects must comply wit federal laws pertainihg to cultural resotlrces,
specificlly Section 106 of tRe National Histori Preservation Act. Please contact the State Water
SC?ard's Cultural Resource Offcer, Ms. Cookie Him, at (916) 341-590, to find out more about the
requireirents. and to initiate the Seeton 106 process if the City decir:es to pursue to CWSRF
financing. Note that the City wRl need to identi the Area of Potential Effects (including constrcton
.and staging areas and the depth of any excavation):

If the Cit decides to pursue CWSRF financing, other federal requirements pertnent to the Projec
under the CWSRF Program include the fonowing:

A Compliance with the Coastal Zone Management Act Identify whether the Project Is within a
coastal zoné and the st~tus of any co'rdinatlon with the Califi;mia Coastal Conimlsslon.

B. Compliance with the Migratory Bir(l Treaty Act: List ;any birds that are protected under this Act
that may be impacted by the Project and Identify consei\atlon measures to minimize such
impacts.

C. Complianæ with the Wild and Scnic Rivers Act: Identif whether or not any Wild and Scenic
Rivers woid~ be pÇ)tenüany impactd by the Projec and include conseivation measures to

minimize such impacts.

D. Compliance wi the federal Clean AirAct (CAA): (a) ¡)rovlde air qualit studies that may have
been done for the Projec; and (b) if the Project is in a ndnattainment area or attainment area
subject to a mail1nance plan: (I) prOlide a summary of the estlmåted emisions (in tons per
year) that are expected frm both the constructon Bnd operation of the Project for eah
fëderal crteria polMal't in R nonaUainment or main,tenançe a.r., and indicate if the
no.nattinment designation is moderae, serious, or severe (ifap):cable); (ii) if emissions are
above the federal de minimis levels, but the Project is sÏt~ to meet only the needs of currnt
population projectiö1's that are used in the åpproved State Implementation Plan for air qualit,
quanttatively Indicate how the proposed capacity increase was calcl.lated using population
projectidns.

E. Proteaion of Wétländs: Idêntlf èny portion of the pròpösed PrQject area that may contain
areas that should be evaluated for wetland or U.S. waters dellrtsatlon bý the U.S. Ary Corps
of Engirteers (LSACE) or r~uire a permit frm the USACE, aad identify the status of
coordInation with thë USACE.

F-oIloWin~ are my specifc comments on ihe ISlMND:

1 MÎtgation Measure NÖ13 on page 31 states -Tllë contrctor shØU monitor nighttme
eonsmictiöti actity. Prior to the start of nighttme êoristrüclion actvities, the conttactor shall
submit a comprehensive noise control plan for review and approval of the project engineer.
The noise control plan shall ident best possible clonstcioh staging lo~tions and n\jise

monitonng procel,~s. evllluat~ ariticipat~J)onsti;oii nQise impacts and mitigation

measures, ánd establish reporting requirements and complaint re~ponse procedures.' Please
Include the specic.start and end times that will be used to designate nighttime actvitles., ,

tÇaJif~rnUl tnvironmenti Pro(èJtu1f Ag~ncy

o Recle Pap
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Thank you once _aQ.ain for the opportunity to revl~w the cit's environmental documel'. If you haye

any questions or concerns, please feel free to contact me at (916) 341-5686 or by email me àl
jhockenberi~waterboards.ça.g6v.

Si1~ ui I.

James Hocenberr
Environmenta Scientist

cc: Stale C1eäringhoui;e

(Re: SCH# 200608104)
. p.. O. Box 304

Sacramento, CA 958t2-304

Califo.rnia Envir1imet~/)Jfecton Agency

iø ~Pap



STATE OF CAIFORNIA-- ..dtLl. ____ ARNOLD SCHWARZENEGGER" Governor

CA'-IFORNIA STATE LANDS COMMISSION
100 Howe Avenue, Suite 100-South
Sacrmento, CA 95825-8202

PAUL D. THAYER, Execute Offer

(916) 574-1800 FAX (916) 574-1810
Relay ServIce From roD Phone 1-80-735,;2929

from Voice Phone 1-800-735-2922

r : . n COMMENT LETTR 3

Conlaçt Phone: (916) 574~1900

Contact FAX: (916) 574-1885

September 4, 2008

File Ref: SCH #2008081044
EW40026A & EW40027 A

. City of Los Angeles Department of Public Works-
Bureau of Engineering
Environmental Management Group
Atte:ntion: Maria Martn
1149 S. Broadway, Suite 600, Mail Stop 939
Loa Angeles, CA 90015':2213

Subject: Notice of Intent to Adopt a Mitigated Negative Declaration for Santa

Monica Canyon and Palisades Park Low Flow Diversion Upgrades and
Coastalll1tei'eptor Relief Sewer Project

Dear Ms. Martin:

Staff of the Califprnia State lands Commission (CSLC) has reviewed the above
referenced document and offers the following comments on tht: Inital Study (IS), and
Mittgated Negative Declaration (MND). Under the California Environmental Quality Act
(CECA), the city of Los Angeles (City) is the lead age.ncy and the CSLC is both a
Responsible and a Trustee Agency for this project.

As a brief backround, the State acquired sÖVetéil;n-ownership of all tidelands
and submerged lands and beds of navigable waterways upon its admission to the
United States in 1850. The State holds these lands for the benefit of all the people of
the State for statewide Public Trust purposes which include waterborne commerce,
navigation, fisheries, water-related reoreation, habitat preservation, and open space.
THe iandward bOLindarie$ of the State's sovereign interests in areas that are subject to

3A tidal action are generally based upon the ordinary high water marks of these waterways
as they last naturally existed. In non-tidal navigable waterwYs, the State holds a fee
ownership in the bed of the waterway between the two ordinaiy low water marks as they
last naturally existed. The entire non-tidal navigable waterway b~tween the ordinary
high water marks is subject to the PUblic Trust Easënieiit. Soth the easement and fee-
owned lands are under the jurisdiction of th CSLO. The locations of the ordnary high
and low water marks ate öften telat~ to the last natural condiflOns ofthe river, and may
not be apparent from a present day site inspection.

As a responsible agency toe CSLe wil. rely on the MND prepared by the City for
the consideration of a lease of sovereign lands. Therefore, staff suggests that an
analysis of the greenhouse gas emissions information consistent with the California

38
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Global Warming Solutions Act (AB 32) be included. This would include a determination
of the greenhouse gases that wil be emited as a result of constructon and onoing
operatitms anfJ maintenance. a determination of the significance of the impact, and
mitgation measures to reduce thatlmpact. - - - - - .

3C
Please be advised that CSlC staff has received an application for lease of State-

I owned sovereign lands in connecton WIth this project. The app\icati~n was submitted_ August 11, 2008 by Psoma~, a consultant engineering firm, on behalf of the Cit's.
Bureau of Engineering.

If you have any questions concerning the CSlC's jurlsdic.íon or leasing
information. please contact Susan Young, Public Land Management Specialist, at (916)
574-1879. If you have any questions on the environmental review, please contact
Steven Mindt at (916) 574-1497 or bye-mail at mindtstaslc.iia.Qov.

Sincerely,

g~n.c~m
, Divis.ion of Environmental Planning

ard Managem~t

cç: Ofce Qt planning and Research - s~e Clearinghouse

Steven Mindt ~ CSLC ,
Susan Young - CSLC .;. :: .



SANTA MON'iC.A CAN'YON civic ASSOCIATION

48

SMCCA COMMENTS ON INlllAL STUDY I MND FOR
, ; W.o. EW4002éA Øhd Ew40027A

SANTA MONICA CÁNYON ANO PALISADES PARK LOW FLOW
DIVI:RSIOI\ Up.GRADES AND.COASTAL INTERCEPTOR RELIEF

SEWèR.:(CIRS) pRöJÉcr \Te Document") , .

September 12t 2000

Gaiy Lee Moore; oiy Eñgtneer

Oty of Los An gél~s '
Atention: Ara'.J. ~sPeinen. Ph.D. Man~g~i
Environmentå Managèrent Group .
1149 South Broaday, SlJite 600
Los Angeles, GA g0015-2213

Dear Mr. MOQre..

The Santa -Mçmii:Ø canyon Civc Associâtion is pleased to present the folloWing
comments oh the:-reférénte prciject

I 1. Projatt aasJg.n ~pp,ears to provid~ fQr capture of all stream anq h.E(rds(:~pe
run~ff (~t()pt màybe th~.~each p'â~ng lots I Lot 1 and 2 East), wl1ich WßI
remov& a ilàjo'r.sourcé d dry weather pollution.

12. cons.tnJ:çt!!?n..rioi~.~was,aIT~ady ~!Uir~te4 upon at 

the publi~ h~adn~~h~iq~,at

1hø- PaUsad~ CQmmunlly Libra ~n-q assurances received thä noi~~
mitigaì'ì'" 'ItteesOtes wÌl apply to both general contractót and all
subcontractors and supplíers. .

I 3. It is U.ndér~tQoQ th~ noise from QtlGratlQn of the pumps and Qth~r 'Wótks to
. operat~.itì~ project when finished wil not ê)lceed the current noise level, which

is esserffilitsllent Ç)peration. - - . .

1 4. SMGCA '.a~rd- häS discussed tM plaêement of the 4' high contrOl 

'strUcture
and has n-ö'còmrnent.

4A
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5. It is understood that control over the hours of construction that impact the

Coast Highway as well a~ spei:ifications for resurfcing the highway are
S!bjectto Cal Trans req,:lrements. ,It Is expected, that the beach parkng lots _
will be restored to pre-cnstructioti condiUon anI' urideFstood that there may

be the peranent loss of one parking .sp.ace. Construc.tion procedures that

minimize lane closures and combine work so that a single highway lane
clsure permits simultaneous constrction on two le!¡s of the CIRS are highly
desirable and .we, urge the Cit to .impl~ment this optjon to the maximum
possible extent.

I 6. It is undersood that a temporary bridge over Sãnta Monica ChaMel wil be

provided, as nec.essary, to provide continuous access for cyclists uSing the
Marvin Braude Bike Path. Further that this p.ath I$a bike path and not a "multi-
use" or "pedestian" path. The Doçument shQuld be amended in all
appropriate places to correct this error.

'i 7. It is understood that a 24-hour slafféd hotline and advance notice ofconstruction phases wil be provided during constrction of the project. .

1 8. TYPQS on page 13: The correct spellng. is "Chäulauqua" (more than one timein the document, so a global correi:tiQn is ne~~!y).¡;md Santa Monica "Pier."

ß. Comments on paga 41. Mitigation Me!l~ura AES1 refar, to "an e~r," this

I should be "an area.. MItigation Mèasure NOl1 should be amended to require
"state of the art noise muffers, blankets, ånd otter suitable liaise attenuation
to absolutely minimize late night consuction noise that can reverberate into
our canyon.

110.comments on page 42. Measures 16 and 17 r~fQr to "with 100' feet: which
should read "witin 100 feet." A groQal searc and replace should be
performed to còireèt this typo In all locations_

11. Finally, haul routes for any truck tra.ffc should use theC"aSf highway and the

I Santa Monica Freeway. Such traffc is prohibited in the canyon, but just to be
safe, the Contractor, subs and suppliers should be remInded tei stay out of the
canyon.

Santa Monica Bay Is a recreational re~urce not oliLy for our cåtiyon residents but
also ro.r residents froin the greater Southérn California area and visitors from
throughout the wond. We thank you for doing this Important work to clean up the
.8¡;¥.

. Sincerely, .

41
4J

4K

~
Géörge Woltberg,
President

SMCCA I ~ Drin ISSes/ SMCCACQMEN òN INITAl srOY /9/121096:41:5 AM



INITIAL STUDY/MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION for
Santa Monica Canyon and Palisades Park Low Flow Diversion Upgrades and

Coastal Interceptor Relief Sewer

RESPONSE TO COMENTS

A 30-day public review period started August 14, and ended September 12, 2008. Four
comment letters, three from resource agencies and one from a civic association, were
received during the comment period: .

. Letter 1 from State Department of Transportation (Caltrans), District 7

. Letter 2 from State Water Resources Control Board, Division of Financial

Assistance
. Letter 3 from State Lands Commission, Division of Environmental Planning and

Manageme'nt
. Letter 4 from George Wolfberg of the Santa Monica Canyon Civic Association

Comment Letter 1:
1A: Comment noted. The Cit has applied for a Caltrans Encroachment Permit.

1 B: Comment noted. We anticipate the encroachment permit wil include these or
similar recommendations.

1 C: Comment noted. As applicable under California State Water Resources Control
Board Water Quality Order No. 99-08-DWQ (General Construçtion Permit), the
City would prepare and implement a storm water pollution prevention plan.

lr ._..io.," .._'_'-

Comment Letter 2:
2A: Comments noted. The project has nO Clean Water State Revolving Fund

,,,fim~ncing.,,, CJ,lrr~.ntly, tne project,.il i,ts ~Qtir-EÜy, Js fu.ndedxiith Pr9positiQn aBood ~~s. ..
2B: Comment noted. For purposes of mitigation monitoring, nighttime construction

activity wil be defined as construction activity occurring between the hours of 9
P.M. and 7:00 A.M. of the following day. However, actual nighttime work hours
wil be specified per the Caltrans encroachment permit.

Comment Letter 3:
3A: Comment noted.

3B: Comment noted. Applicable greenhouse emissions discussion is included in
page 18 of the initial study.

3C: Comment noted. PSOMAS submitted the lease applicaton on behalf of the City.

Comment Letter 4:
4A: Comment noted.



48: Comment noted. Noise mitigation measures have been included.

. 4C:. Cont noted. As inicated in the initial stdy, noise from opertion is not - ,.
anticipated to exceed current ambient no.ise levels.

40: Comment noted.
. '.

. 4E: . Comment noted. The Caltrans pennit is anticipated to include specifcations for
_ the resurfacing of affected portions of Pacific Coast Highway as well as traffc
management requirements to minimize, to the extent feasible, potential traffc
impacts within Pacifc Coast Highway.

4F: Comment noted. A temporary reroute or alternate route is anticipated for a
segment of the bike path within the vicinity of Santa Monica Canyon ChanneL. A
temporary bridge may be considered as part of thë alternate route. Los Angeles
Department of Transportation confirmed the path is a designated .bike path.

4G: Comment noted. Mitigation Measure NOl-4 includes a 24-:hour hotline as part of
a communit liaison program.

4H: Comment noted.

. 41: Comment noted.

4J: Comment noted. Mitigation Measure NOI-3in the mitigation monitoring program
was revised to reflect the comment.

4K: CommêríÚioted.
,,:"

4L: Comment noted. Truck traffc routes would be 'addressed in the traffc control
plan that would be subject to Caltrans approval.



ATTACHMENT 2
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INITIALSTUDYIMITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION for
Santa Monica Canyon and Palisades Park Low Flow Diversion (LFD) Upgradesa~ .

Coastal Interceptor Relief Sewer

.Project Description Revision

The Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration was circulated for a 3D-day public
review penod that started Au9llst 14, and ended September 12,2008. Comments and
Responses are included in Attachment 1 to the Inital Study/Mitigated Negative
Declaration. Due to maintenance and constructbilty issues discovered during the
design process, the Los Angeles County Flood Control District (LACFD) changed the
locatIon and size of the. proposed rubber dam after the public review period.. .
The Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration indicates "(t)he Los Angeles County
Flood Control District (LACFCD) would install an air-inflatable 6-foothigh by 40-foot
wide rubber dam in the concrete-lined Santa Monica Canyon flood channel within the
vicinity of the multiuse (pedestriaiilbike) path bridge." LACFCD now proposes to install
an air inflatable 4-foot high by 37 -foot wide rubber dam at the existing Santa Monica
Canyon LFD wall opening. A 24-inch concrete encased PVC pipe would convey low
flows to the intake of the Citys upgraded LFD structure. The flow of three existing
drains located on the south channel wall and downstream of the diversion would be
picked up via the encased PVC pipe. The flow of a fourt existing drain located on the
north channel wall would continue to drain into the channel and ultimately to Wil Rogers
State Beach.

In accrdance with the California Environmental Quality Act Guidelines (Title 14,
California Coäe of Regulations Section 15073.5), recirculation of the Initial
Study/Mitgated Negatie Declaration is requIred when the document must be
substantially revised after public nriticë of its availabilty has previously been given

. pursuant to Section 15072 but prior to it adoptiQn. The project description revision
.identied above is considered a minor project modifcation which did not result in any
new avoidable signifcant effect or the need for any new mitigation measures. As such,
recirculation of the Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration is not required.



Transmittal 2:
Mitigation Monitoring Program

. MlrlGA liON MONITORING PROGRAM
FOR

SANTA MONICA CANYON AND PALISADES PARK LFD UPGRADES
AND COASTAL INTERCEPTOR RELIEF SEWER

w.o. EW40026A and EW40027 A

Prepared By

CITY OF LOS ANGELES
. . .. BUREAU QF êNGINEERING

SEPTEMBER 15, 2008



Mitigation Monitoring Program

The California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) requires public agencies to adopt a
reporting or monitoring program for the changes to the project that have been adopted to
mitigata or avoid si.gnificElnt ßffe.cts on the environment (PubUc Resources Code SeJ;ion
21081.6). The program must be adopted by the public agency at the time findings are
made regarding the project. The State CEQA Guidelines allow public agencies to choose
whether its program wil monitor mitigation, report on mitigation, or both (14 CCR Section
15097(c)). This mitigation monitoring program contains the elements required by CEQA
for the Santa Monica Canyon and Palisades Park Low Flow Diversion Upgrades and
Coastal Interceptor Relief project.

Project Description

, .
c.

The Santa Monica Canyon and Palisades Park Low Flow Diversion Upgrades and Coastal
Interceptor Relief project for Which this mitigation monitoring program ,has been developed .
cónsists of the following: " -. .

The proposed project consists of the upgrade two existing low flow diversions
(LFDs) and constructon of a 4,500-foot long Coastal Interceptor Relief Sewer
(CIRS) within the Community of Pacifc Palisades and the northern limits of the City
of Santa Monica. LFD systems divert dry-weather flows from the storm drain system
to the sanitary sewer, where the runoff is treated before being discharged into the
ocean. The Pacifc Palisades LFD would be upgraded at its current location and a
new LFD system would be installed near the mouth of the Santa Monica Canyon
ChanneL. The existing Santa Monica Canyon LFD would be left in place for
redundancy and system reliabilty. Construction of the Santa Monica Canyon LFD
would be a joint effort between the City and the Los Angeles County Flood Control
District (LACFCD). The LACFCD would .install an air-inflatable 6-foot high by 40-
foot wide rubber dam in the Santa Monica Canyon Channel and an adjacent control
building (approximately 10 feet by 10 feet) housing the rubber dam's air compressor
and control paneL.

The CIRS would extend from its upstream end at the existing Palisades Park LFD
downstream southeasterly, across the City of Los Angeles border. connecting to the
existing sewer in the' City of Santa Monica. The relief sewer wil accommodate
additonal flows. The CIRS would consist of approximately 4,500 total lineal feet of
pipe of varying diameters (3D, 36, 42, and 48-inch). Roughly 1,400 lineal feet of the
alignment would be located within Wil Rogers Parking Lot 2 East and Parking Lot 1
and the remaining portion. would lie within. PCH right-ot-way. Construction within
PCH would require nighttime construction and partal Jane closures.

Unless otherwise stated, the project wil be designed, constructed and operated following
all applicable laws, regulations, ordinances and formally adopted City standards (e.g., Los
Angeles Municipal Code and Bureau of Engineering Standard Plans including the uniform

Santa Monica Canyon and Palisades Park LFD Upgrades and
Coastal Interceptor Relief Sewer Page 1 September 15, 2008



Mitigation Monitoring Program

practices established by th~ Southern California Chapter of the American Public Works
Association (e.g., Standard Specifcations for Public Works Constrction and the Work
Area .. Traffc Control Handliook) as s-peclfically adapted by the City of Los Angeles (e.g.-,
The City of Los Angeles Department of Public Works Additions and Amendments to the
Standard Specifcations For Public Works Construction (AKA "The Brown Book," formerly
Standard Plan 8-610)).

Mitigation Measures

The mitigation measures described in the following pages are taken from the Initial Study
and Mitigated Negative Declaration for this project. The measures are listed according to
the phases of the project during which action must occur to implement the mitigation
measure: design, constrction and operation.

.,

Within each project phase, the following are identified for each mitigation measure:
(1) A brief description of the impact that is being mitgated (i.e., the objective of the

mitigation),
(2) A description of the mitigation measure,

(3) The part who is responsible for the necessary implèmenting actions,
(4) The,necessary implementing action,

(5) The part who is responsible for verifying that the necessary implementing action is.
taken, and

(6) The primary record documenting the necess~ry implementing action.

The mechanisms for verifying that mitigation measures have been implemented include
desIgn drawings, construction documents intended for use by construction contractors and
construction managers, field inspections, field reports, and other periodic or special

'reports.. Alt records pertaining~to this mitigation program wil be maintained and made
available for inspection by the public in accordance with the Citys records management
systems.

Santa Monica Canyon and Palisades Park LFD Upgrades and
Coastal Interceptor Relief Sewer _ Page 2 September 1 S, 2008
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